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^V/^^Thc PREFACE. 



TH E Cbriftian ReSgicn may feem fo Utile 
concerned J as to any Article of Faith or 
Pra^icCj in the Determination of the en- 
Jmng ^uejlion^ that it may be thought fcarce to deferve 
fo particular a jyifctiffim as is here offered. And 1 am 
fo far fenfible of the Weight of this ObjeSion^ that I 
judged it more proper for the SubjeS of a Dijfertation 
iban of a Difcourfe from the Pulpit. However I hope 
it ivtll not be efteemed a Mifapplication of One^s Time^ 
to clear up any PaJJage in the Sacred Writings ; and 
the great Names which . / have had Occajion herein to 
citCy will fhew that Men of the heft Judgments have 
thought it a Point worthy of their Attention. That 
it might not be confidered merely as an ujekfs Specula- 
tion^ I have likewife vindicated the plain Interpreta^ 
tion which I have maintained^ from the ObjeSlions of 
Unbelievers^ and have pointed out the Ufes^ which it 
affords for the praSical Improvement ofChriftians. 

Ufe is indeed the great Point to be confidered, and 
every real Truth has a more immediate or remote Con* 
fieSlionwith it. A Love of Truth is itfelf of general 
Ufe, and when an Interpretation of any Part of Sacred 
Hiftory is pqfitively advanced as provied, which ap- 
pears to me contrary to Reafon, to Scripture, and the 
Notions of all primitive Writers, it will be allowed as 
excufeable at leafi to produce the Evidence on the other 
Side, and if the Controverff be thought not material^ 
I am not the j^uthor of the Revival of it.' Mr. Ro- 
maine'j Difcourfe on the SubjeSl^ as I have fignijied; 
gave Occajion to this Review of the Argument, for 
when that proved altogether unfatisfaSory for obvious 
Reafons, which the fir fi Reading ^of that Paffage fug^ 
gefled, I had recourfe to all the Authors that I knew of^ 
who had confidered this Matter. By the References 
which I have made to thefe it will appear, that every 
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The P R E F A C E. 

real Diffioiky ^uAichie iaspropojSfd m ibt ujual Inter^ 
fretation bad long ago been confidered and anfwered^ 
a»diha$ it mufi be an Error of great Inaftentim H 
pronounce fo peremptorily that bis own C(mftru3ion ^ is 

free from ail ibe ObjeHions to which fbe common 

Opinion is expofedV On the Contrary^ IJbauld need 
no other ComnSion of the ReaUty cf the Sacrifice thorn 
the complicated jibfurdities of this new evc^he Refuge^ 

Some Parts of the Argument might have receruedfome 
Reinforcement from Mr. ¥L8l\WCs Supplement to Mr* 
Fierce'^ Rara^afe and Notes on the Epiftk to the 
Hebrews, which has faU^n into my Hands Jme ihefd- 
lowing Dijertation was printed. I have the Pleafnre 
however^ to find many of the fame Arguments ufed to 
confirm the FaS^ andfome of the fame Replies given to 
the ufual ObjeSions^ with a particular Vindication of 
our prefent Tranjlation in a very material Point ; tho* I 
ionnot agree with him in the Method of accounting for 
if 9 nor in the fever e Cenfures which he paffes on 
Jephthab. 

Many other Authors may have confidered ibis SidyeS^ 
who have not come to my Knowledge^ having the AJU 
vantage only of a private Colleilion of Books^ but I 
have fairly repreftnted and referred to each fVriter that 
J have feen^ whether favouring or oppqfing my own 
Opinion. 7 he latter^ particularly^ I have confidered 
at large J and have neither weakened their fir ongeft^ nor 
omitted their moft inconfiderable Arguments. This in^ 
4eed has occ^oned a greater Length than was at firfi 
intended i but if it may have contributed to make the 
whole Point more clear at oncCj and prevent the Ne^ 
ejeffity of any Review^ as I am not without Hopes it 
mny^ it will the better anfwer the Purpofe^ md IJball 
gkdiy apply my Thoughts to mere ujeful Subjeifs. 



Jephthah^s Vow 

PERf ORM'D, ^c. 



[HE Subjefl: otJepbibah's'VtvhiS been 
a Point of great Controverfy in thefe 
latter Ages of the Church.' In formci* 

Times' both Jews and Chrijtidns feem 

folly agreed' up&ii the CJueftion, which one ihciuld' 
imagine fhoiild' be a ftrong Prefumptlon in favour" 
of meir Interpretation. The Difficulties and Ob- 
jfeftions ftarted agaiiifl: it are of a late Date, begun by; 
the fingular Conceic of fome Rabbies, carried on 
dirough the Intereft and Partiality of the Romiflf 
DiTOies, and jfinally embraced by fome great and 
good Men of 6Ur own Communion, who were" 
mocked with the Difficulties reprefented to them in' 
this Account, and dther attended riot to the proper 
Solutions of them, or to the greater Abfurdities of 
the new Conftruftion of this Vow. I fhall not ■ 
de^r cither of adding fome new Light to this 
'•"■- B Subjeft, 
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Subje&, or of rctriewing and reprcfenting what has^ 
been offered by others, in fuch a manner as may 
jprove as fadsfadkoiy to the Reader, as it has ever 
appearc(J to me, • 

There ve only pm Of^wopl in tWs Pftint, aiid 
t^epefof e every Argiwpcnt^ whkh tends ta di^ove 
the one, is of ft) much We'^t in Confirmation and ^ 
Suf^ort of the other.. If neither of them can be entirely 
freed from Exception, we muft reft the Point on 
this Iffue, which is eftabUfhed by the ftrongeft 
Evidence, and liable to- the leaft Objeftion, and I 
jJxaU PQt fe^r to truQ; the Ev^nc wilh eveqi i^p^ml 
Pf r|bn^ In^ed the oa^ Q^V»K flsatg^ pif t^d& ta 
Evidence, but was devifed only as a Refuge frohl 
the formidable DifBculties,. which were fippoied to 
attend the other ; whereas I (hjJJ. retort thp Ch^rgc^ 
ihew the Incopfiftency of this, new Interpretation^ 
and demonftrate that this cannot be the Senfe of it^ 
whether the other can be juftified or not. 

To proceed to the Hiftory. Jepbtbab tbe Gikadite 
IJLa\ang been ^acpelled by hi? Bre^r^n from aay Paix 
in his Father's Inheritaace^. a^ being tbe Son cf an 
flarloP^ fied into tbe X^ani of %(i!?^ where 'omn men^ 
fays the Text,^ were gathered to^ bimy and fffent out ioith 
kim.. Becoming thus confider^ible by their Afllftapq?^ 
^nd being a mighty Man o^ VatQury he wa& recalled; 
by the Tfraelites; to be ifheir C^ptafci on Occafioo pf 
9 War with theChildren of j^moM- After fenw ^x-r* 
poftulations \i^ accepts of their ConincaJSoo, on, 
Vopdition of being continued th^ He^A apd Qpn 
yernour. la tlus Capacity h^ treats wjtb. the 4w^ 
monitfiSy and ^1 Treaty i»oyw\g inef^edh^al, Mfepares. 
t-o fight againft tiiem. Avd. Je^kthfijo. 'gowM a Vom 
unto the Lord^ and faidy If iimjhalt mtkout favL 
deliver the Children of Ammon. into mim Ifandsy tken it 
fb^U b€y that wkatfoever cumtb firtb of the Doors 
ofny Houfi to wet m, when i return mP^^t^frm^ 

tbti 
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the CUldNn cfJmmtfh^ Jkall/unly he the Lofii^ ahd 

I mil c^et if tip for a Biami^ feeing. I fhall not 

now argue from the firft Appearance of the Words, 

becaufe I am fenfibfe-W the Oi:je<!Hon, which lies 

a^ft the Tranflatidn. If the Origii^al does ceN 

tainly figfiify5 as it is here rendred, the^Cafe Is plairt, 

utA there would be no Rooih for Doubt : Wbal- ' 

fiffuer imetb ^th^ iSt. Jhall be- the Loris^ and I 

itiUifer it upfora^Buk^i^ffertng. Wc wiuft firft 

iheretere juftiff the Tfanflition, bcfore^e can argrie 

fifom iii — ^And the itrifttft Examinailkin of the 

Original, tf i#e may <irtait the beft Jitd^ <if^U, 

mil not only cdnfirm this Scnfe', but iftakc It moit 

lYidcnt Md indictable. ' - For it h hdtf lighdy ren-^ 

dredj ^bdiftmMlrtmity^fmhi'l^t. T!ns thay nrif- 

kad the Reddet hiMpoSk, iiisx^Jtpbibab'had fbme 

AAUTUd, did not ^'liuftiM Cresto'e vk his Thought! 

Whewatt it ftfoold be, ff^Jie^dr v^meth fmhy iSt. 

«id dik daemMn^ the Vow to reipeck fome Pcrfon 

<rf las f atoily. Thus the LXX, fender it. Kx^ 

Itim & lM0p$v6(i^$if 9i thf t^^h^^ Sf c. fiai i\tok» thr^ 

tXomt&taiiM: and thts every TranQadon, but the 

EMgHJb has renditd this Paflage*. Had we done 

^ fame Jaftice to the Original, the Scnfe had beeh 

iBore exprefe, ff^foewr ecmih forth of the Doers 

tfmf Houfe^ fballfwrely he the Lor ds^ andlwili dff& 

him uf fer a Bufnt-offering. And as this Verfion 

reftrains the Vow to, feme human Creature, it cuts 

off the Poundatifon of thatDiftinftion, by which fomi 

contemi for turning the Partfcfe and into or^ as ijf 

he had iiid, it ftall be dedicated to the Lofd, if it 

be a raticmal Creature, or if a Bead fit fw Sacrifice, 

it fltail then be oiFeiied' up for a Buf nt-offdring. Bttt 

if he was not ipeaking, as according t?o the unatoi* 

« » • . _ - ' 

• Dr. Lightfoot confirms thefe Tranilations, and adds^ that 
the HArfw Original will x^oft piofefl/ bear- j(. Sermon on 
Judges ^, 39. Vol. II. P. 1 216. ^ 
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*» .qaous Cpnief)C of all Tranflators he was; not, of 
any different Kind of Creatures^ but only of one of 
his own Species, then there was no Room for fuch 
an hypothetical Kind of Cohftruftion, but the 
Meaning is exprels and abfolute, Hejhall fnrely ki 
the Lards ^ and I will offer him up for a Burnt-offerings 
It is yery material to this Purpofe, that the £artidb 
itfelf here tranQated and is quit omitted in the Rman 
Edition of the LXX and though Dr. Grabe affign^ 
many Reaibns why the Alexandrian Copy of this 
Bpok pf Juidges is to be. preferred* whdfc Variations 
from the other he confirms by Teftimcmies from the 
^arlieft Writers, yet when he comes to this Paf- 
lage*, he is forced to acknowledge, that St Aur 
guftiHy thov^ he retains the Particle in one Citatioi^ 
omits it in another, and it is at leaft as eafy to ac- 
count for the Infertion in one Place, as the Omiflloa 
in the other. Accordingly the Vulgaii follpw$ the 
Vatican Copy, and renders, it thus» ^icunque prinm^ 
fuerit egreffus de Foribus Domus mea^ mibique oc^ 
currevit revertentt cum Pace: a^ Filih Anmmi. ^^tw 
Hplocaujium of er am Domino. Nprjs this Evidence 
the lefs, but the more confiderable, becaufe it comes 
from the Romijh Church, it being indeed the Tes- 
timony of Adyerfaries againft themfelves -, for as 
jthe Papifls are, for a plain Reafop, almoft unani- 
mous againfl the Opinion of Jepbtbalf% Sacrifidng 
his Daughter, they are very evidently, felf-conr 
dcmned in their Interpretation, thefe Tranflations 
being confirmed by Papal Authority, arid they 
ur^der an Anathema prohibited from admitting any 
other Vcrfion^ Now the Omiffion of this Particle 
would be decifive in the Cafe, and filence the very 
l?retence of any different Meaning, even according 
to the common Tranflation. It Jball furefy be the 

•> Epift. ad Millimn. P,2i. 
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Lords: I imll offer it up for a Burnt-offering. 
Human Creatures would pljdnly be included in the: 
general Term of Wbatfoever^ though it would not 
have been confined to them alone, as it plainly is 
by the ftridter Verfion of Whofotver^ &c. 

This I think has not been fufficiently attended to, 
yet there are other very fufficient Reafons againft 
altering the Tranflation, and bringing it to a dif- 
junftivc Sentence. The Particle ♦ it is allowed may 
fignify ^r, but it is a rare Signification of it, in no 
Degree of Comparifon {o frequent as the other ♦, 
and not to be proved, but where the Senfe apparently 
requires it, as it does in the feveral Inftances pro- 
duced. Accordingly Dr. Wall f mentions it as a 
kind of Difcovery in TremelUus that it is capable of 
this Senfe, and he was willing to embrace it, if. 
diere was a Poffilility of admitting it. We might 
therefore require fome ftrong Reafon for vary- 
ing in this Place from the moft ufual and fixed 
Meaning of it, which all agree to be as a Conjundion 
Copulative. But as it happens farther, there is hot 
^nly no Ground here for foch a Variation, but there 
is an unanfwe^rs^e Argument againft it. ' Bifhop 

* Exponunt disjunf^ive, rarlflima fi^nificatione vocis Hebraic^ 
-^fiiteintir ita exponi poiTe ut Exod. xxi. 1 5 neque tamen fe- 
qaitfir debere hoc in Loco^ cum et haec multo rarior, & altera 
fit aptior Interpretation &c. Robinfoni Annal. Mandi Lib* 9. 
p. 518^ 5.19 -r-For though the Hebrew Letter ( t) be fo taken 
lometimes, yet very rarely ; and fo little Reafon is it, that it 
Ihoold be \o taken here, being tnoft commonly taken con- 
jon^iyely, as they well know, that have any Underftanding in the 
Hebrrw Tongue, yea and oft in fome one Chapter, as may 
eafily be (hewed. As for Example, in Gen, xxxii. i, 2, 5, 4. 
four or five times it is fo taken in 3 or 4 Verfes. So in Gen, 
xxxiii. I, 2. as oft in two Verfes ; and Gen. xly. i» 2, ^* As 
many times it is found to be, and in moft Chapters, if not all« 
throughout the old Teftament, this Word ( ^ ) fignifieth and, 
conjuni^ively, not or disjundively. Rogers on Judges, ^.^dg^^^Q. 
f WaIPa Criucal Notes. Vol. I. p. 172. 

B 3 Smalridge 
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Smdridgt h9? ^ e^ellentiy iUaftrated this, . which 
indped had been obfcrved by others before him, 
that one ihould not have expeded, that a bare Afp 
fotion or Obfervation on the different Senfcs of thisi 
jParticle fhould have been offered to us again, wixh^ 
om an Attempt, at kaft, of feme Reply to his Ar« 
gument. A diajundive Senfe can only be admitted^- 
\fhere two different Kinds of Things are fpoken of, 
or 4WQ different Indivijiuals of the fame Kind, 
yrhere the one is included in the other, it is ridicu- 
lous and cQfitrary to all i^ Ruks of Speaking, tq 
l^ajke fuch a Piltin^on in the Sentence. Q^ of 
the Ways of dedicating any thing to the Lord wa^ 
' y Sacrifice, and therefore it would be Nonfenfe ta 
Itjball he H^ly to the L$rd^ or JwiU 9Jj[er it up 
fifr a Bumt-efferingy that is, it fhall be Hojy, or 
it [fliajl be Holy, But if we render it, as our 
Tr^nflation very rightly does,, Atd I will offer it up^ 
t^en the Senfe is regular ^nd confident, and a verf 
proper Advar^e from the general Notion of a Dc'i 
c^^tion t:> the Lord, to the particular Method in 
wl^eh it was to be dedicated. Then the Meaning of 
the Vqw was plainly tlysi, that whatibever fhould 
meet him, fhould be devoted to the Lord, and not 
only fo, but in this peculiar Form, that it fhould 
he offered up for a Burnt-ofertng. Bifbop SmaJridge. 
goes on thus to confirm tlus Obfervation^^ *^ It^ 
^* may very properly be faid, that He wh curjetk 
^i Ipis Father or bis Motbefy Jhall furely be put ta 
*^ Beaib v but it coidd with no Propriety of Speech 
** be faid, that he who curfcth his Parent or hia 
^* Mother, fhall furely be put to Death : For (inc& 
** Piajreni is a general Word, which includes in it 
*♦ both Father or Mother, it is very incongruous ta 
V* mention either Father or Mother as diflinft fromf 
" Ae Parent, both which are contained under the 

^< Appek 
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«* Appdl«ion of !^arent. So here fiftcft to ie thi 
** Lordsy of f^ he mftcfaud id the Lbrd^ \t t 
** general Word, which includes in it Sacrificed, ^11 
** which undoubtedly were the Lords, ahd Were 
<* rtmfctfaeed to the Lord, We cannot imagine that 
** 7^A/*«felhodldmake Ibch ftn abfunl Vow as this, 
^^ that whatfoever ht fhbuid meet, he Would dthef 
** confecfate it to the Lofd, 6r he would offef it aS 
<« a Viftim to the txird ; that is, in other W6rds» 
^* either it Ihould be the Lords, or it fhould be the 
*\ Lords." Other Authbrt fepreftnt it thus*. 
W6uld there be any Senfe in faying, t will offer up 
t clean Animal, ^ an Cbt? and again. This is 
either a Man, ^ it is P^/^?— The Cafes are pa- 
rall^, and the Abfurdity very plalft in each. An 
€hL is a dean Animal ; Peter is a Man •, and i 
Burnt-offering is holy tinto the Lord. Thefe are 
All only different Species of the (!}eheral-kind, Sub- 
"divifions only, not di£tinft from, but included in 
che firft Part of the SeAtenCe, and therefore evidently 
ibfurd to be ufed as disjunftive froni the other. 
UnJefs then we Would charge fuch Improprieties on 
the Sacred WritifigS, as we Would rejeft with In- 
dignation in any othef, there e^n be no Pretencd 
for making thefe dlsjufiftive Sentences, in this Vow ; 
but the Senfe pkirtly is. What at firft Sight it appears 
tb be," that the firft Perfon who came to meet him 
<JtT his ketiirti, jfhould be dedicated to the Lord, 
and in this determinate Form, fhould be ofiered up 
in Sacrifice. 

But we are fliocked dready. Did Jepbtbab then 
from the Begrrining intend a human &crifice ? Cer- 
t^ly no leis. The ufxM Exclamations againft fhis 
.Suj^firion, as far as they are argumentative, (hall 
be confidcred hereafter. At prefent let us examine. 

* Beufrer. (^ Serarius in Loc, 

: B4 «^c 
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the Circumftances of his Situation, and the Ex- 
preffions of his Vow, and judge what elfe could be 
intended. * 

If we admit the forenientioned Vcrfion of the 
LXX (and I do not find that any of thofe, 
who argue againft the Suppofition of JephihaV% 
fecrificing his Daughter, deny that it may be fo 
rendred) that Wbofoever cometb forth^ ^c. pall be 
the Lords J and I will offer him up for a Burtn-offer^ 
ingy then the Cafe is plain, and a human Sacrifice 
was not only intended, and. but exprejQTed; Animals 
were excluded out of the Vow according to tWs 
Verfion, and it related immediately to feme Pcrfon 
of the Family*.— But take it according to our 
Tranflation, Whatfoever cometh forth^ &c. and fee 
the Confequence. Now what could Jephtbab ex- 
pe& to meet him firft at his Return ? The Fame 
of his Vidlc»y, if he fucceeded, as he did, would 
foon fly home. It was natural to fuppofe, that 
ibme of his Domefticks would be; forward to meet 
their Matter with their Congratulations, and to 
condudt him to his Habitation with Acclamationa 
and Triumph. Thefe might reafonably be expefted 
to come out on purpofe on this Dcfign, whereas 
it muft be by great Accident, if any Animal firft 
met him on the Way. If he returned vidorbus, 
his Return, could not be in Privacy and Silence, fa 
much as to give an Opportunity for his lighting firft 
on any other Creature. It would have been an un- 
pardonable Negleft in thofe of his own Houfhold, 
not to- have joined, in the publick Joy, nor to have 
congratulated the happy Inftrumcnt of the publick 

* Nee ait Siuodmnque cxieritj &c. ofieram illud Holocaa* 
fioma ; {t^ ait ^icunque exierit, ofFeram eum : ubi procol 
dubio nihil aliud qaam hominem cogitavit. -Jugitfiin ^ajt, 
in Jud, Lib. 7. 

Welfare, 
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Welfare, whom they ftood fo nearly' related to. 
'Tis pliun, that Jtpbthah did expert it from the 
very Words of his Vow. tfthoujbalt without fail de- 
liver the Children ofAtnmon into my Hands j. then it 
fiall be^ that whatfoever cometb forth of the Doors of 
my Houfe to meet me^, when I return in Peace^ fhail 
furehf be the Lords ^ . dnd 1 will offer it up for a Burnt -^ 
offering. He does not fay, Whatfocvcr he (hould 
firfl: ftt his Eyes on at his Return, but IFbatfoevtr 
Jbould come forth of the Doors of his Houfe to meet 
him on his Return in Peace. The Expreffion is . 
very ftrong and {dain, and implies a vohintary 
DeCga of Congratulation on fo happy an Ocxafion. 
Now could any Animal know of bis Succefs and 
yi£torious Return in Triumph, and come out to 
meet him on this joyful Solemnity ? Do not the 
Words evidently fignify a Dejign of meeting him 
on this triumphant Occafion, and could this be ap- 
plicable to any of the brute Part of the Creation ? 

But to forbear prefiing farther fo grofs an Ab- 
furdity, iuppofe that Animals might have been in- 
cluded in the Vow, yet what fort of thefe could 
7^i&/i>*& expeft to come forth of the Doors of his.. 
Houie, which he ccwld offer up for a Bumt-oflFcring ? 
Domeftick Animals are few, and we can fcarce frame 
a Suppofition of any 'that could come forth of his 
Houfe, which could be fit for Sacrifice. The 
Queilion has often been put on the other Side*, as 
a Difficulty in the received Interprdiation, what if 
a Dog had firft come forth to meet him ? This has 
been urged to prove, that he had not determined 
by his Vow to offer up a Burnt-oflfcring, but that 
it mufl admit of the disjunftive Senfe beforemen* 
tioned : Whereas, this is indeed a Proof, that A- 
nimals were not intended in this Vow at all. Of 

♦ Grotius^ &c. 

*.. thelc 
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tbefe none could really be mtat Kkely t6 tneer 
than a Dog. Yet this could no more be holy iti 
any other Way, than in that of a Sacrifice. It could 
not itfelf be offered up : As an unclean Beaft it wa^ 
prohibited. And thoi^ fbme of thefe might be 
dedkated, and being redeemed, mi^t in the Value 
df them be applied to reli^ous U&s, yet this Creir 
ture Was particularly excepted* Ikui. xx&. id« 
TbouJbaU not bring the Price ^a Dog into tie Htrnfi 
cf the Lord thy God for any Vow. Admitting there* 
fore, that the Vow had been disjundive, it coukl not 
poffiUy in this Cafe have been fulfilled in any Seftfe. 
It muft not have been offered : It muD; not havis 
been redeemed This is a greater Objedtion to ^e 
new than to the <M Interprecadon of this Vow^ for 
upon this Suppofition Jepbtbab muft have been afaM 
fohjtely involved in an inextricable Difiiai]ty.-<^Mr^ 
Romaine* has given us a general State of the Caie,^ 
and told us what was to be done in eveiy other 
litfiance, but has omitted this Circumftaiice, wMch 
lay Ilrongeft ag^unft it, and wMch yet was almoft the 
or^y iiippofeable Cafe to thofe^ who exclude human 
Perfons out of the Queftion. One can fearge con-^ 
ceive, that any other CrtaMtt than a D(^ (tould 
come to meet him out of lus own Houfe : Dr« 
Jenkins^ . who was indined to the other Ot»nidti, 
againft the Notion of a real Saerifikre, (eenis to have 
been aware of this, and has therefore (ySmd a Re- 
mark peculiar to himlclf f, by which the Force of 
this Argument might be evaded. And flrft he ob- 
f^rves, that the Word tr anflated Dm- fignifies s^ifo 
^Gat^. Beitfb. But I fee not what will be ^ed 
by this Obfervation, for there will not be lefsForcd 
in the Argument) though thete may be fbmewhat 

* P. i3» H' H- JinkifCs Rtafooablenefi of the Ciiriftian 
Religion Vol. II. P. 335. 
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left Propriety m th6 £xprelfion» if it be ^tmnflated, 
Wbeaforotr c&mabfrrtb of the Gates of my Houfe^ Sec. 
Jball Jurely be the Ijnrds^ &c. — ^But he adds, that 
^^ Houie iikewiie ik not to be taken ftr^ly, but io 
*^ a Senie mcltiding the Prednds or Places adjoin^ 
<< ing ;'* and ibm^ Pillages ot Scripture are thea 
pioduccd, where Houfe fignifies the whole of the 
Accomoiodationa and Appendages to the HaUtt- 
tion, or what in plain E»gtijh we call the Home-* 
ftall. And thus having enlaiged the Extent of the 
Hirafe, fome Cattle fit for Sacrifice might be foumi 
forthcoming from ioiAt Place or other belonging ta 
yepbtb^i¥zm\yi — But now without difputing 
^ther of thefe Remarks feparatdy, the Fallacy lies 
in the Separation of them. Though a Door maf 
figmfy a GiUe^ and a Houfe nuy fignify all tfa^ 
Coiivenienctes adjacent tq the Dwelling, yet when 
tibey arc fpoken of jointly, they cwnot poffibly bear 
fiich a Signification. No parallel Pafi^es can be 
brought, where both are ufed, to jufbfy fuch i 
Soiic, but many may be brought againft it^ whem 
ibo Doors of the Houfe muft and can fignify ocSpf 
dae Entrsmce into the Dwelling-houfe. It b ajH 
parcfiitly a ilrained Evafion, for the Expreffion it 
fun and pardcular, as if intended to prevent Mi& 
sqjpnebenfion ; and had Jepbibab defigned to have 
IpfAit of his fatk^nal DomefUcks, he could not hav« 
4one k by a more remarkable Phrafe. *0(; Ar 
4iAfcf fic rmi hjffift.rS iiw fui, &c. The Words ate 
plain without a Comment, and none is fuffidcnt to 
perfwade us contarary Co the obvious Meaning of the 
Terms, and the conftam Ufe of thern^ that by the 
Zkkn of hi»H0iife«he nieafnt theC^te of hisFarm^ 
yard--— It really adds to<the Force of the Ai^gument^ 
and Confirmation of the firft Appearance of k$ 
Meaning, when wefee the Weakneis of theEvafion 
pSered by fuch great Men, who^ if any> had been 
capable of defending their Point* 

But 
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r But fuppofe ifefSicr, in Oppofition to every Cir- 
cumftance yet mentioned, that Jepbthab^s Vow 
might have had Relation to fome Anintal, yet how 
tinfuitable on this Suppofition muft have been the 
Value of his Offering to the Degree of the Bleffing, 
on bccafion of which it was to be c^cred ? The 
Children of Ifrael were now in all Appearance m 
great Danger, both from * the Number and military 
Skill of their Enemies •, and they were io fenfible of 
it, that they thought proper to fubmit their private 
Mifunderftandings to the Confideration of the pub- 
Bck Dangi&r, and to have Recourfe to a Perfon, 
whom themfelves had ufed ill before, rather than 
iruft their common Intercfts to one df lefs Expe- 
rience and Valour. He enters on the Office with 
the like Apprehenfion, endeavours by a candid and 
proper Meffage to compofe the Difference, and pre- 
vent the uncertain Hazards of War ; and failing in 
riiat Endeavour, makes a Vow, extraordinary we 
fiiould imagine, fuited to the Exigence of the 
Occafion, and the Importance of the Bleiling he 
was to implore, no lefs than the Prefervation of the 
whole Nation. Could he prbpofe a fingle Beaft on 
fuch an Occafion ? " Grant me Succefs, O Lord, 
** in this greait Undertaking •, give Viftory to thy 
** People Ifroil^ and in fuch Cafe, I will upon my 
** Rettirn dfer up a Sheep or an Ox." Who fees 
not, that if this had been the Import of his Vow, 
it had fallen much ftiort of a proper Teftimony of his 
Gratitude, and - of the Greatnefs of the Event de- 
pending ? Had he devoted a Hecatomb, or a whole 
Herd of Cattle at his Return, it had (bunded {bme*^ 
what proportionable to the Favour and Bleffing 
pietitioned -, but.as the Thing devoted was plainly a 
lingle Creature, it had been much beneath the Ex^ 
igence of .the Cafe, and the accuftomed Value of 
Vows i for they offered much greater Thanks-oflfer-» 
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ings upon much kfs Occafions. To add Weigbc 
to this Remark, Peier Martyr * obfervcs from St. 
jilsnbrofe^ that Jephtbab made this Vow not before, 
but in the Heat of the Battle, when he was hard 
prefled.by the Ammonites ^ and when I^e muft be pre- 
Xumcd to vow fomething of the greateil Confer 
quence. If it be faid that St. Ambrofe had no Au- 
thority for this Ohfervation, it may be anfwered, 
that this is taking a ]?oint iof granted which cannot 
be proved. There might be a Tradition in the 
Cafe which might have come down to his Time, tho* 
he only has exprefly mentioned it, and/ which migUt 
have been loft to us if he had not recorded it. b 
is a Circuniitance highly probable in . itfeif, and a£ 
feaft no Way contradifted by the Scripture Accounts 
It Jeems rather implied, as it is introduced in the 
Hiftory, being mentioned juft after his ipecdy Pror 
grefs tbro^ Gikad, and Manajfeh^ and Mizpeb cf 
Giieady and juft before his compleat Viftory over 
the jimmcmUs* Now if this was tlie Cafe, if his 
Apprehenfions were raifed with thp innnediate Dan^ 
ger -f, 'tis Ids Wonder if he was not fo conftderate 
asheihould, and would otherwife haver been in the 
Subje^*Matter of his Vow, but was only eager to 
propofe foniething which feem*d to h'rai of the 
•higheft ImJ)ortance. However, without the Advam- 
tage of this Suppofition, if the Vow was made be- 
fore the Engagen^nt, yet even thai, that he could 
VQW one Animal , for an Ofiering in Return for a 
Jiational filefling, is very unfuitable to > the Reaibn 
of tht Thing, and the Notions and Pra£bices of 



. . • Jmbrofius fcribit Jiphtam voviffe, rion ante pugnani, fed it 
jRcie, in ipfo conflidtu, & rebus ambiguis. Pet. Mart, Loc. Coau 
'p»4ii« ' 

* f Is eventa belli conftidlatus ambigao, praefliorumq; Veritas 
^erca, votum vovit hujilimodi, ^r. Jmbrofius de Virg. Libb 
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the Ji^s. But now, (iqipofe that he really intend- 
ed a human Sacrifice, and whatever other OUedi- 
ons may be thought co lie againft this Supporaon, 
.yet thb EHfficuky is at an End. This was a Sacri- 
-fioe of high Value and Dignity, and fiich at kaft in 
-this Refped, as one might fuppofe a Peribn ' in tho 
greateft EHftrefi, and under the lugheft Apprehen* 
fion of Danger, to hare vowed on the Occafion* 

But was it not eafy fer Jepbtbab to ha?t fope&al, 
tint diis Vow might prd>s^y fall on his Dai^ter ? 
Was not fhe, who was the moft nearly interefted in 
JUs Prefervation and Succeis, the moft likc^ to be 
liie firft of his Family who fliouki come forth to 
meet him,' and congratulate him on his Return? 
So we judgp, and the Event feems to confirm iM 
Judgment. And yet perhaps this was ncrlb pto- 
hiAc 91 we are now apt to dunk. It nught tnoi 
then be fi> coftomary for the Vir^^n^Daughters qf 
jjrwl to appear in pdb&ck, the' (he migbt well 
dhink faexinoidinary an Oocafion mig^ju^fy ber^ 
•and an over-eag;er Defire.c^ Seeing her Fakhcr in 
Tiiumph might betray her into an unufual Step. 
Certainly flie would not have done it alone, and ifae 
was ib l^ely returned from the Ltod of TVJ, that 
it might not h^ve been expefted that flie ihoold aa 
-yet have been 6) honoured by the Daug|iters of the 
•Land, as to be attenckd by them, ami to grace the 
SSolemmty with their Prefence. Yet the Textplaan^ 
iy reprcients her as dius attended, csmiMg otu to wmt 
ier Faiber loitb ^timbrels cmi witb DMCiSy,9od in 
idie 37th Verie, (he es^eOy makes mention of thefb 
her Virgin-Fellows. This is mentioned only as a 
Conjefture, as a poHibk Reafbn at leaft, why Jeflb- 
tbab might not expcft to meet his DauJ^ter firft ai 
his Return •, for it has juitly been thought a Dif& 
cuky, that he fhould mal^ fuch a Vow concermng 
the firft Perfon, whom he Ihpuld meet at his Rc^ 
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torn \nthout thinking of her, or thai: he ihould (ie- 
fignediy engage to fulfil fuch a Vow if he did thinfc 
of her : I pretend not to cle^r Jepbtkah from the 
IpiputatiPA of great Rafhnefs in this Particular^ but: 
am obfendng only» that on Account of her Sex; 
^ *tis poflible ne might mx expedb her on the Road 
' to me^t him. y\Lt laft cited Author plainly^ con- 
limis t^ S^ppofition, by repderii^ tluis the Word$ 
of y^philmh*^ Lamentation, * Hm mi Ftli^ ms^ ia- 
f^lfii n^ &c, and the vul^ie J^tin follows tim 
TranflanQH. Bi0^p iS^Zr/i^^ feeined tQinc&nctio 
the C^nion of lu? reaBy thinking of b» iDauglttor 
at that Tin^ and devoting her as th( neareit and 
deareil JPeribn to Mm in the Woi^d^ m Hope$ of 
SuQcefs, and accordingly \m put Words in \M 
Mouth to that Effed t- And if w^ foppofc with St^ 
AmhroJ^j^ that tlu9 Vo^ was mad^ in the Hurry of 
t^ Engagement, when he wa^ aljpoft drive© to 
flxtremity, this wtf take . c^ much of our Sur^ 
prize at; a Vow of thii Natwe. fli^ Life, oay n}or9» 
ms Repufatton was at fltakf , and m* fhaf only, but 
thq S«cefs of the People who had . ipmie him their 
Commander J apd * 9& the prc;fept ,Piftreis aiways 
&ep^ <h^ gfijateft, any TWi^ bfi oi^.dunk was 
to b^ ViQwed to driver him from that. This is foufuai 
with m^ny Pwpte in great Em^gpnc^, wd t^ 
Notion of the Efficacy of Vows to ^reijder the Deity 
popitioos^i was fo prevalent amon^ the7«?4i» that 
it will p>uch abatf opr Ama^jemwt, if we put th« 
^pofision at ^he worft DiladvaniagQ, that h« 
aiftwaity tj^cn^ght of hi^ Dav^ter a« the Tixm* Ytt 
upon . the Whc^> I ttvnk it (eenpis more probabk# 
th^ (be yr2C^ out of hi$ Thou^t$ or £xpe&aticxi$ 
at k2|ft> when he vow'd his Vqw^. ; The Coirfw&oi!i 
and Horror that he cxprefles on the Si^t of 



« 4mbri^ cIq Offciis. Lib. HI. Cap. i£. VoL If. P. 3?. 
\ ^inoii xxii. P. ztA, ^ 
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■Daughter, feem plainly to (hew, that this was the 
ifrft Time that he thbught of hi3. Vow reaching hcr^ 
But to proceed now td the Circumftances of the 
Hiftory, which, whether he originally intended to 
ikc^fice his Daughter or not, will plainly prove, 
tharin the Event he did do it. 
- It pleafed God, the Scripture tdls us, to profper 
his Prayers, and to give him ^n entire Viftory over 
thefe Enemies of his Country. This Account is 
thus related by the facred Hiftorian, in few empha- 
tical Words immediately following the Relation of 
the Vow. So Jephthah pajfed over unto the Children 
tsf Ammoh to fight againji them, and the Lor4 deti^ 
wered them into his Hands. 'And he fmote them from 
Aroer, even -until thou come to Minriith, even twenty 
Cities^ and unPo the Plain of the Vin^ards^ with a 
very great Slaughter, 'Thus the Children of Ammon 
^ere fubdued bifore the Children of Ifrael. Upon 
this happy Conclufion of his Labours, and compleat 
Viftory over his Enemies, he prepares to return 
Home in Triumph, when an unforefeen Accident al- 
ters the Scene, and turns all his Joy and Satisfa6tioii 
to Lamentation^ and Mournings and Woe. And 
f ephthah came to Mizpeh unto his Houfe^ and beheld 
ins Daughter came out to meet him with Timbrels and 
mth Dances \ intending doubtlefe to congratulate 
ills fafe Return, and Country's Triumph in the 
Employment of him : And theii^ the HHlorian to 
aggravate the enfuing Diftrefs, very pertinendy adds, 
Widfhe was his only Child \ befide her he had neither 
S^n nor Daughter. At the Sight' of this his only 
begotten Child, he rents his Heart disvr^A as his 
Garments^ puts on the ufual Gefture of Mournmgj 
And breaks out into the moft paflionate Exclama- 
tions of Sorrow. And it came to pafsj when he faw 
ber^ he rent his Cloaths, and faid, Alas my Daugb-^ 
tery thou haft brought me very Icw^ and thou art one 
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tf them that trouhk me ; fir I have opened ffiy Mouth 
unto the Lori^ and I canmt go hack. The Tidings\ 
were too heavy to be ccMnmunicated at once : He 
intimates only a Grief too Ing for Utterance, and 
Acre is much of Art and hkh-c of Nature, in thu^ 
preparing her to hear of her unhappy Fate. Could 
any one now who had read bcfcM'e the Words of the 
Vow, have the' lead Doubt of the Meaning and Iffuc 
of it, when he fees it work that Effeft, which he 
muft fiippofe it would work in a Father, upon find- 
ing it, by the Accident of her firft coming out, de- 
termined to his Efaughter ? We read the Sentiments 
of Jepbthab himfelf in the Rtternefs of his Soul, 
in that overftowing Sorrow which manifefted itfelf 
fai Ms Behai4our and Expreffion. If he by his 
Raftmcfs had broi^ht hhnfetf to a Neceflity, ac 
leaft as he thought, of facrificing his own Daughter, 
his Conduft and Language are fuitable to what we 
flunild expeft on foch an Occafion. There is a Se- 
rerity in them equal to the Pungency of fuch Af- 
ffiftion, as he muft feel in fuch a Situation ^ and if 
we review the Expreflionsof this his fkft Addrefi to 
her, it will extort Pitfy and Compaffion to him as 
well as to his nK)re innocent, but fcarce more un- 
happy Daughter, He rent bis Cloaths^ and faid^ MaSy 
my Daughter^ tbou baft hr ought me very lovo^ and 
tbm art one of them that trouble me ; fir I have 
opened my Motttk nnto the Lord^ and I cannot go 
hack. We fee him labouring under the greateft Di- 
ftrefe ; his Vow he thought was indii^nfable -, the 
Violation of it was not to be thought of, and yet 
Ae Performance of it would end in the DeftruAion 
rf his own, his only Child, the propofed Comfort 
of his Age, and Support of his Family. If he 
really meant a Sacrifice, he could not indeed fay 
lefs, nor could he well fay more-, but the whole 
Account is fuitable and confiftent. But if, accord- 
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ing to* the other Siippofition, he nteant only ca de- 
dicate her to perpetual Vii^nity, the Caufe of aHL 
this extraordinary Grief and Diftrefs is unaccounta-^ 
ble, and a fmgie State made much more lamentable^ 
than either Reafbn or Re^relation will warrant us to 
efteem it^ We want not to be informted of the par- 
ticular Nqtions which the Jews had in this Pointy 
di the Fondnefs which they had for Pofterity, of 
their Interpretation of thofe Words, Be fruitful and 
multiply y &c. as a Precept as^well as aBlei&ng, and 
of the Hopes which each particular Family enter- 
tained of producing the Meffiah. I fliall make Uic 
of this well known Obfervarion hereafter, ag^ft 
the Suppofition it is brought to favour. At prefent 
I am obferving, that the Notion of her being con-^ 
fined from all Converfation with Mankind, befides 
its being abfolutely unfupported, falls greatly fliort 
of the extraordinary Dillrefs here expreffed, and 
may be urged as fuch, both to thofe who are Ad- 
vocates for, and thofe who are Enemies to Reclufes 
and aMonaftick State. It is mod inconfiftent indeed 
in the former, who, whilft they magnify the fupe-* 
rior Privileges of this State, make Jephibab mourn 
fo immoderately for her being devoted to a Gondii 
tion which they apprehend to be more fandtified and 
glorious. Nor is this extravagant Sorrow expreffed 
with fo much Vehemence and Bitternefe, to be re-' 
conciled to the Occafion only of her continuing to 
live in a fingle State, even by thofe who juftly dif^ 
approve of fuch a State. To fee Jepbthab after a 
national Vi&ory, in the Glories accruing to himfelf, 
and the Bleffings thereupon attending I^ People, to 
fee him in the midfl of all this Triumph, renoun- 
cing at once all Share in the publick Joy, renting 
his Cloaths, and crying out to his Daughter with 
deep Lamentation, that fhe bad brought bim very 
low^ and was one of tbem that troubled bim -, for 
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that his Vow was indilpcnfable, and all this only 
becauie Ihe was now to continue a Virgin ; is fo 
amazing an Interpretation, that if fome of the Dif* 
ficuitks attending the other Suppofition made them 
look out for this, one would have thought the fu- 
perior Difficulties of this (hould have brought them 
back again to the old and ufual Conftruftion. 

But Jtphthah loft hereby the Hopes of Defcen* 
dants, which was the Occafion of his Concern.—^ 
*Tis true, this was one aggravating Circumftance in 
the Lois of his Daughter, but whether in itfclf 
alone equal to that unbounded Grief which Jeph^ 
tbah expfefled, we may leave any one to judge. It 
was very proper indeed for the Hiftorian to take 
Notice of this additional Caufe of Grief, which oc* 
cafioned his mentioning this Circumftance, other- 
wife thefe new Expofitors had wanted the very 
Handle of this their Conftruftion of his Vow, Jepb* 
tbaJb's Daughter herfelf feemed apprehenfive, upon 
this firft Intimation, of a feverer Fate, which how* 
ever flie received with all Piety and dutiful Submit 
lion. She d^fires her Father not to difturb himfclf 
-fo feverely on her Account, but to attend rather to 
the publick Joy than to her private Misfortune j 
for thaf fhe was ready to fubmit to any Calamity 
which this might accidentally have brought upon 
her, fince he by God's Blefling had been tl^e glo*- 
nous Infljument of fuch Advantages to his Coun- 
try. . And Jhefaid unto him. My Fdthet^ if thou hafi 
apened thy Mouth unto the Lord, do to me according 
to that which hath proceeded out of thy Mouth ; foraf- 
much as the Lord hath taken Vengeance for thee of thine 
Enemies, even of the Children of Ammon. Do^ to me 
according, &c. This feems expreffive of forne Vio* 
lence which flie apprehended was implied in hia 
Yow. She does not fay, difpofe of me according 
tfl^our Vow, which might have admitted of either 
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Senfe, but Do to me^ which implies fome afiive 
Force to be ofTered to her« IWu (toi h rffcw #E^^ir 
f X qo^riq <r». As much as we at this Time are 
aftonifhed at the Nature of this Vow^ ihe too weH 
knew that fuch were then in Ufe*, ^nd as Fear uiiiai* 
ly fuppofes the worft, it is probable that ihe guefled 
at once, from her Father's doubtful Expreilions^ 
and the extraordinary Cbncern with which they 
were delivered, the real Truth of the Cafe, and her 
own approaching Fate. However, whatever it 
might be, ihe refigns herfelf ta it with great Ala* 
crity V which ready Conient, however it might add 
to his Affliction in one Refpe£fc, to deal io hardly 
with fo dutiful a Child, yet in another, it might 
render the Difcharge of his Vow the Icfe criminal ♦. 
And here the Account of the Hiftorian is lb om*^ 
cife, that the particular Manner in which he opened 
to her the full Purport of his Vow, is not recorded* 
What was the real Event, however ftrongly it may 
be inferred by Confequences to us, yet did not cser* 
taiidy appear from this firft Sentence to her. He 
certainly explained himielf more itiUy to her in his 
next Speech, alter which follows her Reply, whick 
IS particularly diftinguiihed, as not being a Cont> 
nuation of her firft Anfwer, but as a new pne, by 
the Hiftorians inferting again pardcutarly, after the 
Condufion of the other. And Jhe faid unto her For 
tber. Now that ihe was informed in the foil Meaor 
ing of his Vow, ihe makes one only Requdd, 
that the Execution of it might be reipited for cvro 

* If that Maxim of the Moralifts is true, that no Wrong cai| 
be done to Perfons who are willing to fuffer the fiippofed Wrong, 
the flaying of Jephtba^B Daughter being not an AA of mere 
Force or arbitrary Rower, inflided on her againft her Will, but 
done with her Confent, and at her £ntreatyy fo as to become her 
own free Choice, >nI\\ for that Reafon ba attended with left la- 
judicc and Barbarity. Smalridgt*% Sermon xxii. P. C27, 
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Mondis, and that (he might have Liberty to go 
with her Companions and bewail her Virginity : 
Which Requeft was readily' granted by her Father, 
and made Ufe of to the Puipofe propofed by her- 
felf. And Jhe fcUd unto hm- Father ^ Let this Thing 
be done for me ; let me atone two Months j that I nutf 
go up and down upon the Mountains^ and bewail wy 
Virginity^ I and my Fellows. And he faid^ "Go. And 
fi)e went with her Companions^ and bewailed her Virgin 
mty upon the Mountains. This is the Paflage which 
has given a Handle to fome to expound the Vow of 
devoting her only to perpetual Virginity, and which 
Dr. ff^ells fays is fo plain an Indication of the Pur- 
port of Jephthah*^ Vow, that it feems ftrange to 
Wm, that any judicious Perfons could uriderftand 
it of his vowing to facrifice her as a Burnt-Offer- 
ing *. It ieems as ftrange to me, that any judi- 
cious Perfon could underftand it otherwife, when 
the Vow pofitively expreflcs and confines it to that 
Scnfc, as I have already fhewn, when there are un- 
anlwerable Reafons agdnft underftanding it of a 
Vow of Celibacy, as I Ihall (hew hereafter •, and 
when this was nothing more than a Circumftance 
highly proper to be mentioned both by JepbthaVs 
Daughter, and by the Author of the Hiftory, even 
according to the ufual Ii^terpretation pf it. We 
had been told before, that fhe was her Father's only 
Child, but it did not yet appear, but that flie might 
have been the Inftrument of perpetuating his Fa- 
mily, before (he was thus unfortunately taken out 
of the World. Now we are told, that (he was yet 
unmarried, and doomed to die fb, wWch was 
cfteemed a Sort of Curfe amongft them, and that 
this was the Circumftance which particularly affefted 
her, and for which fhe requeftcd a ftiort Refpite, 

• JVells''& Paraphrafe and Annot. on the Book oi Judges ^ p. 5^ 
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for a joint Lamentation with her Companions, She 
had very readily refigned herfelf, and her own per- 
fonal Security, to her Father's Honour and Engage- 
ment upon the firft mention of his Vow, and 
had fhe but Uved to have continued his Family, (he 
could have born her Lot with more Satisfaftion, if 
fhe had left fuch Pledges of her Duty behind her, 
to continue all the Privileges and Hopes, which 
amongft them attended the Flcafure of having OfF- 
Ipring. Her Life fhe could contentedly give up, 
on an Occafion lb glorious to her Father and Fa- 
mily •, but the Thought of his Family being extinft 
in her, added Weight to the Misfortune, and de^ 
ferved, fhe thought, a particular Condoleance. Thi$ 
is an obvious and a ftrong Reafon, why fhe pro^ 
pofed to make this the Subjeft of her Lamentation, 
and not her own unhappy End, which fhe had be^ 
fore refignedly given her Confcnt to. ' There had 
been fomewhat of Inconfiflency in her firft ready 
Refignation of herfelf, and her after-Requeft of a 
folemn Term of two Months to bewail her Cafe, if 
both had related precifely to the fame Thing ; but 
having freely engaged to fubmit even to Blood to 
the Execution of his Vow, there was a decent Pro- 
priety in defiring Time to lament that Circumftance 
moft, which was moft lamented by Perfons of her 
Sex and Nation, and that the Virgins^ which were 
her Fellows^ might bear her Company in this Lamen- 
tation. This was too extraordinary a Circumftance 
to be omitted in the Account, even tho* it was not 
the main Point in which the Vow confifted ; it was 
fuch apparently as was proper to be recorded, tho* 
her Fate was of a feverer Kind, than only a Dedi- 
cation to perpetual Virginity. 

For it follows. And it came to pafs at the End of 
two Months that fie returned to her Father^ who did 
zvith her according to his Vow which he had vowed. 

The 
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The Vo# kfdf had been expreffcd in (b plain 
Terms before, that it was unneceffary to repeat it here 
-again*; it was fufficient only to affure us,' that^^A- 
thab fulfilled his Vow, and there feemed to be no 
Danger of one's mifapprehending the Meaning of 
it. He had vowed to devote the firft Thing, or 
rather Perfon that he met, to the Lord, and in this 
partkular Manner, that he would olfer it up unto Ac 
IxHti as a Burnt-Offering. The disjunftive Senfe 
of the Vow has been di^roved from the Rules Cff 
Grammar, and of Common Sertfe, and no Attempt 
of any Reply has been offered. , He vowed to de- 
dicate and offer up in Sacrifice the firft Objeft he 
met, — ^He met with his Daughter, and did with her 
according to lus Vow. Is there any Difficulty now 
in the Expreffion, or Room to doubt of the Event ? 
Certainly nonc'can arife from the Words here ufcd, 
whatever «iay be ftarted from other fuppofcd Obje- 
ftions. It is added, Jnd Jbe knew no Man^ which 
fome have unaccountably laid much Strefs upon, 
as denoting her Dedication to a State of Celibacy. 
But the Words fay no fuch Thing, nor indeed do 
they in themfelves prove any Thing either Way. 
The plain Meaning is, that Ihe was a Virgin, but 
whether fhe then died fuch, or continued to live in 
that State, does not appear at all from the Phrafe 
itfclf, but muft be determined by the Circumftances 
and Context, and to them we may fecurely appeal. 
--But why then was this Obfcrvation added here ? It 
was fuperfluous, it is faid, unlefs it was to deter- 
mine the Meaning of the Vow. By no Means. 
It was an honourable Teftimony by the inlpired 
Hiftorian to her real Virtue. Her Pretence of de- 
firing two Months Refpite and Liberty was, that 
flie might bewail her Virginity : By this it appears, 
that it was not a Pretence only, that fhe did not 
mifapply the Time, but that when fhe was facri- 
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feed, fhe wad zs innocent in tlUs Rfcfped^ as duti* 
fill in her ready Subaiiffion to her Father : Who 
hereby loft all Hopes of Poftcrity, and had tWs 
Caufe of Concern added to the Lofs of an affedionate 
and obedient Daughter. 

j4nJ if was a Cufiom in IfracI, that the Daughteri 
^Ifrael went yearly to lament the Daughter cf Jeph* 
tl^jJi the Gileadite four Days in a It ear. Thus wc 
tranflate it, and Aus the Sept render it. ItA^HTopetwro 

It is allowed, that the Word here tranflated to &- 
foent n^ay fignify to difcourfe or confer. Mr. Ro^ 
fnaine adds*, that it fignifies to make Prefents^ which 
becaufe it made moft to his Purpofe, he* prudently 
chofe to infift on, and offers ^ parallel Place, where 
it is thus ufed. But the Inftance produced from 
Pfal. hcvm. i8. will not, come up to the Proof de-» 
figned ; the Noun which in that Place fignifies 
Prefents (miiTD) being, as I am afTured, by the 
beft Lcxicc^raphers, derived not from Hifl (^^^ 
Word ufed in the Story cf Jephthah) but fixxn JiTJ. 
Mr. Leigh indeed fpecifies one Paflage, Hof. viii. 
10. wherein it is ufed of hiring by Reward^ but ob-» 
feryes -f that in the Conjugation Pihel it changes it< 
Senfe, and fignifies either to lament or to difcourfe. 
Thefe are the only Senfes of the Word, which have 
hitherto flood in Competition; and fince it will con- 
fefTedly admit of either, we muft enquire which of 
them may moft properly be ufed here. And yet 
even this Point will not abfolutely determine the 
' QiiefHon, fince Perfons of diiFerent Opinions have 
accommodated each Meaning to their own Inter- 
pretation. The Author laft mentioned, who was 
againft the Notion of a real Sacrifice, obfervcs, that 
even if we allow the Tranflation of lamenting her, 

♦ Romaine*^ StTmon, P. i6. f X*/^>?>'» Critica Sacra. P. 270. 
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yet this would not prove, diat flie was adually 
ofiered up, fince the Daughters of Ifrael might meet 
four Days in a Year to lament her Cafe, on Sup-* 
polkion that fhe was debarred all Society with 
Mankind. His Words are, ♦ " They might la-» 
•* meat her yearly, Ihc being ahre, becaufe fho 
•> lived fuch a folitary Life/' Whether this could 
be fufficient Occafion for fuch an annual national 
Lamentation, any more than for her Father's aban-* 
doning himfelf to Sorrow in the Manna* reprefented ; 
whether the Daughters of Ifrael could be fuppofed 
to meet tc^ther four Days in a Year, folemnly to 
0K>urn the Fate of Jepbtbah^^ Daughter, only be- 
caufe fhe was not given in Marriage, we may ap* 
peal to the common Senle of Mankind, and to all 
the Caufes of Anniveriary Lamentations recorded 
in Hiftory Sacred orPrqphane.-On the other Side, if 
we altow the Word to be tranflated of difcourfing or 
conferring^ yet this will not in the leaft overthrow 
the ufual Conftrudion of this Vow. For it 
b not ncceflary to underftand it of difcourfing 
with her, but of her. This is acknowledged not 
only as confiftcnt with the Phrafc, but as the bdtter 
Conftrudion, even by Grotius himfelf f, though he 
likcwife argues zealoufly againft the Opinion of her 
being offered up. — ^Now if we admit this Conftruc- 
tion of their meeting to difcourfe concerning the 
Daughter of Jepbtbahy this is not only confident 
widi die Noticm of her being a Sacrifice, but ne- 
cefliarily implied in their coming together to com- 
memorate it. They talked over her unhappy Fate, 
repeated the Circumftances of her calamitous End, 

• 'Ibid. + Alii, confohntur Filiam Jcphthae, fe«} verias Chal- 
daeam t^t Vocem ni^jSquae diilerere fignificai & ^ quod feqai- 
tur pro de poiicum utfaepe. Senfus eft, in memoriam vidoriacfer^ 
vataeque Deo fidei, quater anno ad eum locum venifTe virgines, 
& coUoquio aut etiam carminibus rem celebrafle. Grotius in Loc» 
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wHcfa mud of Courfe be attended with Lamenta- 
tions, whether this particular Word was expreffive 
of it or not. This mull be the very Defign of fiich 
an anniverlary Appointment, to confer together on 
the melancholy Occafion of it ; lb that dther Senle 
of the Phrafe will amount to the feme thing. 

But there are ftill farther very convincing Argu- 
ments againfl underftandihg it of their meeting to 
converfe with the Daughter of Jepbtbabj even if the . 
Original was capable of that Senle. Had this been 
the Meaning of it, there had been litde Occalion 
for that felemn Lamentation, which was allowed 
her vnxh her Companions for two Mondis before, 
if they had been to fee her again for four Days every 
Year as long as Ihe lived. Her Father nught then 
have put his Vow immediately in Execution, if 
fuch a Privilege had been received; and liich a 
Privilege, by the way, would much have lef- 
fened the fuppofed Affliftion of her Condition. 
But does not every one fee, on the firft Reprcfen- 
tation of the Cafe, that the Defign of her Requeft 
of a Relpite for two Months, was to take a laft 
Farewel of her Friends and Companions,' and to 
partake of their Condoleance, as Perfons ufually de- 
fire to do, before they leav^ the World ? Had flic 
lived, and expefted fo confiderable an annual Vifit 
from them, this Circumftance had been unaccoun- 
table both in the Requeft and the Allowance of it, 
both which were very natural and proper, if con- 
fidered as preparatory to her real Deftruftion. — Nor 
is it to be omitted, that there is no farther Account 
or Notice taken of her in this Book ; which might 
well have been expefted on Occafion of her Death, 
whenever it had happened, after (he had by this Ac- 
cident become fo confiderable, and had had fuch 
national Honours and publick Condoleances paid to 
her. The End of Perfons of much lefs Confequence 
is ufually fpecified j but the Truth is, her Misfortune 
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Was her final End, and therefore the Hiftorian had 
noOccafion to reliimethe Mention of her. — AtJleaft 
one may argue much more ftrongly from the Silence 
of the Saipture againft her furviving this Period, 
than others have done againft her being facrificed at 
it, becaufe it is not laid in fo many Words -, though 
the firft Promifc of the Vow, and the pofitive Ac- 
count- of its being fulfilled, compared together, do 
exprefly aflert it. 

Again, had thefe annual ViGts been paid to her 
whilft living, they would have ceafed of courfe at 
her Death. Their Defign had then been hilfilled, 
and had the Daughters of Ifrael met together to 
confer with, and comfort, or to make Prefents to 
the Daughter of Jephtbahy there muft have been an 
End of their Meeting, when flie was no longer 
capable of their Gifts or Confolation. If we have 
therefore any Evidence of the Continuance of this 
Cuftom in After-times, this will be a ftrong Proof, 
that the original Intent of it,was not any way to com- 
fort her in her Life, but to commemorate her tragical 
Death. Now to this Purpofe, that Teftimony of 
Epipbanius * is very confiderable, wherein he makes 
mention of this Obfeivation continued down to his 
Time, though with many Superftinons and idola- 
trous Ceremonies. The ingenious Dr. Brown in 
his Vulgar Errors^ and the learned Grotius in his 
Comments on this Hiftory juft now cited, have 
both unaccountably referred to this very Paflage, 
tho' nothing could more ftrongly make againft their 
Opinions. The Corruptions which Epipbanius ob* 
fetves, had been introduced by this Cuftom, were 
not to be wondered at, but were fuch as had ufually 

* *Ei» yap l^(X»/xoK Twrenv l» rr, wv\ NtawoX^j. ^va^a^ of tvi^u^oi re- 

TToli wpocrsre%^H«r*j? ru Qbu il<; ^vAoc<;' fcoc) Tjiq r,7roclr)uJvoi^ rtilo ye/owr 
iU BAa/?9}v tl^uho>Mlpsict9 xa) xsyoA^afrrpaag. Epiphanius adv. Haeres. 

Lib. iii. Vol. I.P.iojs. 
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arifen by Degrees from fuch Commemorations, how-» 
ever intended at firft ; but the Cuftom itfelf of con- 
tinuing this Commemoration in any manner, is the 
material Point here to be noted. This was likely 
to be carried on for many Ages, if it was begun on 
Occafion of her unhappy Deftruftion by Sacrifice, but 
would have funk of itfelf at her Deceafe, if intended 
only for fome Alleviation of her Affliction in a re- 
clufe Life. If fhe was really facrificed, the Defign 
of this Meeting muft be fuppofed to continue the 
Remembrance of the Fa6t to lateft Pofterity, of her 
unhappy Fate, and ready SubmifTion to it ; and that 
we fijid any Notice of fuch a Cuftom prev^uling {0 
long after, however cornipted, is a ftrong Confir- 
mation of the Reality of fuch an original Defira, 
and that it commenced indeed upon the finguiar 
and violent Manner of her Death. Her perfbnal 
Confblation, if intended by this Meeting, had ended 
with herielf, nor had the fuppofed Circumftance of 
Iier living fingle been a Thing of fuch Confequence 
as to be commemorated in any fuch Manna" for &} 
many Ages. 

But now, according to the ufual Interpretation, 
this Circumftance of their annual Lamentation is 
eafy to be accounted for. It was the leaft Return 
they could make for the Benefits which the Nation 
had received from her Father, which had in the 
Event brought this unhappy Cataftrophe upon her. 
A Daughter offered up in Sacrifice in purfuance of a 
Vow, wluch was offered up for the Pro^erity of 
the People, was an Event, which that People feem- 
cd bound in Gratitude to commemorate, and no 
Method apparently could be more proper, than 

^ that which was here appointed. This is likewife an 
additional Reafon, why that Circumftance was added 
beforementioned, of her knowing no Man. As fhe 

*died a Virgin, and left no Family to continue her 
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Father's Name and Adions, and her own Misfbf* 
tune, it was the more requifite that fome fuch In- 
ftitution fliQuld be obferved to perpetuate both, and 
therefoi-e this Cu^om is mentioned immediately 
.^ftef that Circumftance, as a necelTary Confequence 
of it. If this Reafon be thought as flrongly appli- 
cable to her living as to her dying a Vir^n, I think 
a farther Reiledion may ihew us the contrary : On 
that Suppofition her Fate was much lefs melan- 
choly, and kfe worthy of fuch a forrowful Lamenta- 
tion, Her Father's Affiftipn had likewife been 
9iuch lefs terrible, than if he had raihly brought (o 
early a Deftrudion on her ; for though he is hereby 
fu^)ojed to have loft aU Hopes of Pofterity^ yet as 
in the Gourfe of Nature it is to be fuppofed that (he 
miiil dirvive him, he had at leaft during his own 
Life had the Comfort of his Daughter's tofupport 
him. Whereas, if he had not only forfeited the 
fr^pc^ of future Defcendants, but had done this 
by the violent immediate Death of his only Child^ 
and in Cpnicqucnce of a Vow intended for the Good 
of his People, hjis C^fe was in every Refped much 
npore njelancholy and pitiable, and fuch an annual 
moumfol Celebration of it by the Daughters of 
I/rael much more probable, rational and ufeful. 

Upon the whole, if Jepbtbab really facrificed his 
Paughter, the whole Account is then Natural, Eafy, 
,?nd Intelligible. Every Circumftance recorded is 
fontie way expreffive of the Horror of it, and all the 
Confcquenccs fuch as we fhould ^naturally expeft 
on fo dreadfi.]! an OccaGon. — The only Difficulty 
is, how Jephthab came to be gyilty of a Faft, whirfi 
to us appears fo horrid ;. what Inducement he could 
have to tranfgrefs, as we think, the plain and ex- 
prefs Command of God in^ this Cafe, and his own 
natural Affeftion, which yet he fufficienriy expreffes 
towards his Daughter* .If any rational Account can 
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be given of this, one would ima^nc there fhould 
be an End of the Dilpute, fince the plain obvious 
Meaning of the Hiftory is literally for a Sacrifice, 
and the Objections againft it have arifen meerly 
from the fuppofed Improbability of the Thing itfelf. 
This Difficulty will bell be cleared by an Examina* 
tion of the feveral Objeftions, which have been made 
againft this Interpretation, which I ihaU colleA and 
place in the ftrongeft Light in the Words of thofe 
who have moft acutely urged them ; and doubt not 
but that the moft impartial Reidew of them will 
not only leave us in our former Opinion, but con- 
firm us in it, to which a View of the Inconfiftencies 
of the other Conftruftion will not a little contribute. 
I Ihall at prefcnt obfcrve, as a ftrong pofitive Evi- 
dence of the Reality of her being (acrificed, that 
thofe among whom this written Account was firft 
pubhfhed, received it in this Senfe ; the Jews them- 
ielves univerfally believed it, without any Exception, 
as far as appears, for above a thoufand Years after 
Chrift. The firft Author* that I find taken Notice 
of as oppofing it, lived in the twelfth Century. 
The Teftimony of Jofephus^ is exprefs to • the Pur- 
pofe, and the whole primitive Church was of the 
fame Opinion. This has often been obferved, and with 
great Weight I think, in the prefent Argument. — 
,A very worthy Writer of Sacred Hiftory §, who was 
earneft againft this Notion, endeavours to obviate 
the Force of this Confideration, by obfer^ng, *' that 
*' the general Confent of the Fathers was probably 
*' owing to theTeftimony of thofe two Jews^Jofepbus 
** and Pbilo ; but that they had ho certain Tradition 

« 

• R. Kimchu 

»TE Ta; ^sa xsx^i^iO'fMvfiv ^va-iat smilt>MV. Jofeph. Antiq. Jud. Lib. ^ . 
Cap.' 9. P. 158. Ed. Gelen. 
$ Hoovers Hift. of the Bible. Vol I. P* 325, 
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** to build thdr Aflertion on, and therefore it is 
*' only to be looked on as their private Opinion ;'* 
and he adds an Inftance as parallel, wherein thefe 
two learned Jews were confefiedjy miftaken. I 
mull be fo ingenuous as to own, that the Tefti- 
inony of Pbilo in this Particular has efcaped my Ob* 
iervation, and the Caufe needs not any feigned Au« 
thorities. However, as his Evidence is admitted 
by this Writer, one might argue upon a Suppofi- 
tion, that is granted ; but it is not here neceflary, 
for whether Pbilo has given his Sentence in the 
Cafe or not, not any one Part of this Author's Re- 
flexions wiU hold good upon Examination. The 
Confent ofthe Fathers was not built only on the Tef- 
timony of thefe two Jews. They had very iiifHcient 
Means of kno^ng the Senie oi the whole Jemjb 
Nation in this Particular. Some of them were 
themfelves converted Jews^ and others had great 
Opportunities of confuiting thofe who were uncon- 
verted on this Subjed:. It was eafy to know what 
Notion they had of a Hiftory, which was d^y read 
amongft them. As foon as different Conilrudtions 
of an ancient Hiftory are once advanced. Men, we 
&:id, are always divided in their Determinations. 
But the Fathers were unanimous in their Judgment,* 
itora whence we may fafely conclude, that the 
Jews amongft whom they fo much converfed, were 
]R>likewife, and that they had never thought of 
more than one Meaning in this plain Relation. 
Some of the primitive Writers condemn, others ex- 
cufe, and others juftify the Faft, but all agree in 

♦ Jttftin. Martyr. Quaeft, &.Rerp. adOrthodox. Qaeft. 99 — 
TertuUian adv. Marcion. Lib 4,— Athanaf. Synopfis S. S. Lib. 
Jud. — Epiphanius adv. Haeres. Lib. 3 — .i\mbrof. in Pf. civ.— 
De Officiis, Cap. 1 2.— De Horc. ad Virg --De Virginibus, Lib. 
iii. — Hicronym. Epift. ad Julianum. — adv. Jovinian.—- Auguftin. 
Quaeft. in Jud» — Chryfoftom. Homil, de Jeptha.. 
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the Notion of flic Fad itfelf. Nor was Wiis anf 
otherwife built on the Tcftimony of thcfc two Jew^^ 
than as that was confirmed by the concurrent Opinioa 
of the whole Jewijb Church : Thcfc Writers only 
might exprefly have mentioned and aflerted it, but 
none had ever contradi£ted it ; and indeed Joftpbiu 
mentions it not as a Point of Controverfy» but as 
a known and allowed Fa6b. This may likewife 
difprove what is next added, that " they had not 
** any certain Tradition to build their Afierdoa on \^ 
which, in the only allowable Meaning that can be 
fixed on the Words, is faid without Proof and ^amft 
ileafon. The Certainty of Tradition is notat the beft 
unqueftionable, but what Senfe the Jews did undcr^ 
ftand this Paf&ge in, thefe learned Writers mufk 
know ; and that they did univcrfally underfiiand it 
of a real Sacrifice, is evident, not only becaufe we 
know of none that in tbolb Times ever difputed the 
Meaiung of it, but becaufe it is thus oientioned by 
one of them at leaft, as an acknowledged Thing* 
He does not argue concerning it, but relates it in & 
plain Manner. Now Confidcr, — This was not a No* 
tion which could be overlooked, neglefted or for^ 
gotten, io that aR:er a long Silence on die Subjeft^ 
fome wife Men might arife, and put thdr own 
Senfe on it, which on their Authority might pafe 
t^idjfputcd ; but the Jews ihuft all along have had 
fome Notion of it one Way or other. Their holy 
Books were daily read, repeated, and expiwned to 
' them, and there was fcarce a fingle Inftance in their 
- Hiftory more memorable than this we ^xt treating' 
of, Muft it not then be of great Confequence to 
know what the Jews themfelves thought of the 
Meaning of this Paflage ; and if they had but one 
Opinion in the Cafe, muft it not be of great Weight 
in Confirmation of that ? There is not any Cafe in 
which Tradition can be of greater Force, than in 
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the Determination of the Meaning of a Matter of 
Faft fo early committed to Writing. Had we any 
Thing of the fame Nature in our own Hiftory, tho* 
done never fo long fince, yet it muft be very mate- 
rial to know, what Notion the People of this King- 
dom, and all our Writers have had of it ; and if 
they have always given the fame Account of it, we 
Ihould certainly receive th^t as the indifputable Senfe, 
tho' the Words of the original Writer might now 
poflibly have admitted of another Interpretation. 
Yet this is much more ftrongly applicable to the 
Jews^ than to any other Nation in the World. 
Their civil and religious Hiftory was the fame, and 
their original Records contained the Leflbns of their 
prefent Duty. Thefe were conftantly taught to all 
the People, and none of them could be unacquaint- 
ed with this Paflage, or not form fome Judgment 
of it •, whereas the Hiftories of other Kingdoms 
employ the Time only of Men of Leilure and Spe- 
culation. This Book of Judges is fuppofed by the 
beft Commentators *, and for very probable Rea- 
fons, to have been penned by Samuel^ who conti- 
nued, as 'tis thought, the Jewijh Hiftory down to 
his own Tkne. If this be allowed, this Account of 
Jephthab and his Vow, was written within a very 
few Years after the Thing happened, when all very 
fufficiently knew what was the Reality of this Fad, 
^d had any then attempted to put a new Interpre- 
tation upon it, he would immediately have been 
Contradifted by the whole Nation, who would have 
appealed direftly to the Notions of their Anceftors, 
and to what they had univerfally received from them 
in this Particular. Suppofe, for Inliance, that Jeph^ 
thab*$ Daughter was really confined only to a State 
of perpetual Virginity, if any Ihould within an Age 
or two have taught that flie was facrificed, would it 

* See Pat rick* s Commentary. 
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not have been in the Power of every Jew to have 
difproved it by conftant Tradition ; and tho' an Af- 
fe^itation of Singularity and of peculiar Difcernment, 
or of AfFeftion to the firft Broacher of it, might 
lead particular Perfons to embrace a novel Opinion, 
in Oppofition to plain Evidence, yet could it have 
prevailed generally, fo as to have filenced the Ori- 
ginal and true Notion of it ? If we defcend to lower 
Periods of Time, the fame Difficulty will flill 
return ; and tho*, as all Error prevails gradually, 
we fliould fuppofe, that by Degrees a Majority ^ 
might give in to the wrong Side of the Queftion, 
yet the other Notion would at leafl have been con- 
tinued, and the Truth would flill have been retain- 
ed by fome. The Cuftom of an annual Lamentation 
by the Daughters of IJrael is of great Weight in 
this Confideration, and muft greatly ferve to con- 
tinue a right Notion of the Hiflory itfelf. They 
muft know, what particular Misfortune of hers it 
was, that they thus mournfully commemoriated ; 
nor is it conceivable, that their Opinion of it could 
at any Period be fo altered, as not only to fub- 
llitute another Interpretation of it, but entirely to 
cxtinguifh the true one. 

But it may be expefted, that we fhould have 
fome farther Evidence of the Reality of this Tra- 
dition, and the Notion of the Jews in this Parti- 
cular. The Interval is long from the Time of this 
Faft to that of Jofepbus*^ Writing his Antiquities, 
upwards as is ufually computed of 1 200 Years ; 
and though he mentions indeed this Sacrifice as an 
uncontroverted Point, and is not contradifted in 
his Account by any Writer near his Time, yet it 
would be more fatisfaftory and convincing, if we 
could produce any other Teftimonies to the fame 
Purpofe in all that intermediate Space. Nor is 
this wanting in this Cafe, for though the Jewijb 
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Writers in that Interval are few, the faCred ones 
excepted, who wrote not Comments on former 
Times, but Advices and Exhortations to their 
own ; yet every Tranflation of thefe facred Books 
is a full Teftimony in this Relpeft, and lliews, 
what was the Notion of thofe Times in which, 
and Perfons by whom they were tranflated. Of 
thefe the LXX is the firii, being written more 
than 300 Years before Jofepbus ; and this Verfion, 
as before obfcrved, is fo rendred as not only to 
confirm the Notion of a Sacrifice, but to exclude 
any other. The Syriack Verfion indeed, if their 
own Pretenfions were to be admitted, would rife 
much earlier*, even within 150 Years of this 
Hiftory ; but though their Pretenfions are ge- 
nerally fet afide, and there are great Difficulties in 
fixing the Date of it, yet the Verfion itfelf is in 
great Efteem, and allowed to be genuine and faith-* 
ful 5 and this, again, as before obfcrved, exprefly 
cpnfines the Objeft of the Vow to a human Per- 
fon, and the Form of it to a copulative Meaning ^ 
which fliows the Senfe of the early Age, when it 
was tranflated into that Language. — The Chaldee 
Paraphrafe is ftill more exprefs. This, according 
to the paraphraftical Method, not only relates the 
Fact as of a human Sacrifice, but cenfures it as fuch. 
Thofe who place this at the lowcft Date on any 
probable Grounds, place it fome time before Jo-- 
fepbus ; but though the Targum might be put in 
Form by Jonathan^ yet the Subftarice of it is ge-^ 
nerally allowed to be many Centuries earlier, even 
as high as their Return from the Babylonijh Cap- 
tivity, when the People had fp far loft their na- 
tive Language and contrafted the Chaldaattj that 
it was found neceflkry for their Ufe, to explain and 

• P^ Simon Critic. Hift. Vet, Teft. Lib. ii. Cap. 15. 
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paraphrafe the Text in this Tongue ^ and the J4ws 

thcmfelves put fo great a Value on this Paraphafc, 
that they make it of equal* Authority ^th the Bible 
itfelf, and afcribe it to the fame Original, The 
more amazing it is, that (b knowing a Writer fhould 
call this the private Opinion of Jofephus and Pbih^ 
whereas there was at that Time but one O- 
pinion in the Cafe, and they fpoke the Senfe of 
the whole Nation in this Particular, confirmed by 
every Verfion then extant. — But to leflen the 
Weight of what might juftly be urged on this Head 
from their Teftimony, he endeavours to give a like 
Inftance, in which they were confeffedly miftaken, 
in that they gave in to " that fenfelefs Opnion of 
*' the Angels begetting Giants on the Women that 
*« were before the Deluge, which they took to be 
" the Meaning of thofe Words in Genefisy that 
*' the Sons of God went in unto the Daughters of 
" Men.** But this Cafe is far from being parallel 
on many Accounts. In the firft Place it is not 
certain, that they did fo underftand this Paflage. 
Jofephus only mentions the Word, and Philo^j who 
is more paraphraftical, yet is not upon the whole 
clear in his Opinion; for in the latter Part of that 
very Chapter he foeaks of heavenly Qualities, as 
denoting a heavenly Original, and elfewhcre gives 
a rational Account of the Title of Sons of God. — ^In 
the next Place, this Cafe was at a much greater 
Diftance from them, more than twice the other 
Period, and confequently the Tradition more un- 
certain. Tliis was long before their Law, nay even 
before the Deluge, when the human Species, as it 
were, began again anew, and this jPaflT^e, if there 
was any Danger of miftaking it, could not be af- 

* '0» Ji tTtrnfiv «i%pi?/xei»o» TO sMf iio] $|J vpotrxyttiivaHcu 

Ulft^j. Phil Jud. P.341. Ed. Gelcn. ^ '^ 
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certained by the Sentence of any that could have 
received it by Defcent from other Generations that 
could have known the Faft : Again, there was no 
Inftitution in this, as in the other Cafe, to keep 
up the Remembrance of the Thing, which Kind 
ct Commemorations do much contribute to preferve 
the true Senfe of it. — And laftly, which is tiie moft 
material Obfervation of all, in this, if it was their 
Opinion, thefe Authors are exprefly contradifted 
by the ori^nal Text, the CbahLeOftj Satnaritan and 
Arabic Vcriions, with many others, whereas in the 
odier Inftance they were as exprefly confirmed by 
all thefe : Which makes, I prefume, a great Diffe- 
rence in the Caj(e, Ihews that thefe Opinions were 
by no means parallel, and that this Error, if it be 
truly afcribed to them, yet does not invalidate the 
Weight of their Teftimony in the Sobjedl now be- 
fore us. 

Thus have I ilkiftrated the Authority and the 
Reafens, which fecm fufficient to me to fatisfy any 
impartial Perlbn, that Jephthah really facrificed his 
Daughter : It will give fome farther Account of, 
and Light into the Faft, to examine the feveral 
Objedtions, which have been made againft it. 

The Principal of thefe is, that it is not to be con- 
ceived, that Jepbtbab would have been guilty of 
io inhuman and execrable a Parricide. It is taken 
for granted, that fuch a Sacrifice was not only abo- 
minable in itfclf, but particularly forbidden by the 
Jewijh Law; and the next Inference is, that one 
who is recorded for a worthy and faithful Perfon 
could not be fuppofcd capable of violating thus 
the Laws of God and Man. — And here thofe, 
who entirely agree in confirming the Reality of the 
Fact, are much divided in their Opinion of the 
Nature of the Fadt itfelf, fome allowing it exe- 
aabk, yet accountirig for" it •, others alleviating it 
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from the Opinion of the Perfon committing it, 
and the Difficulty of reconciling fome different 
Precepts of that Religion ; and others thinking it 
entirely juftifiable by a particular Precept in the 
Levitical Law, if not in the making of the Vow, 
yet in the execution of it, and what Each has ad- 
vanced to maintain their feveral Opinions, was much 
too confiderable to 4iave been defpifed, or pafled 
over in Silence by any, who had Thoughts of re- 
viving the Dilpute. 

Thofe, who think the Unlawfulnefs of the Fad 

liable to as heavy Aggravations, as even thofe who 

deny the Commiflion of it, impute it to the general 

Corruption of the Time which J ephlhab lived in. 

There is a melancholy Account given of the Apof- 

tacy and Idolatry of the Children of Ifrael at that 

Time, in the 6 th Verfe of the preceding Chapter. 

They did Evil again in the Sight of the Lord^ and 

ferved Baalim and Ajhtaroth^ and the Gods of Syria^ 

and the Gods of Sydon^ and the Gods of Moab^ and the 

Gods of the Child^'en of Ammon^ and the Gods of the 

Philijlhtes^ andforfook the Lord^ and ferved not him. 

There was fcarcc any Kind of Idolatry, we fee, that 

they left unpradiced ; and it is particularly remarked, 

that the Gods ofthe Children of ^iww^w were amongft 

the Objefts of their Superftition. Now of thefe was 

Molech^ to whom human Sacrifices were offered 5 

and it is farther obfervable, that the War they were 

^now engaged in, was againft thefe very Ammonites^ 

from whence it is conjeftured, that Jephthah might 

be induced to hope for better Suceefs, if he offered 

the fame high Sacrifices to the true God, which 

they offered to a falfe one*. Some have like wife 

laid fome Strefs on JephthaFs having been banifhed 

into the Land of Tob^ where vain Men were gathered 

* Lirhtfa9t Chronica Temp, .& Ordo Text. Vol. i, p, 51, 

Edit. Rot, 
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unto him, where from an idolatrous Nation and 
bad Company, he might be fuppofed to have learnt 
fuch bad Pradlices. But we have no Occafion to go 
fo far for the Original of fuch an Iniquity, which 
we have feen he might learn nearer home. The 
Children of Ifi^ael themfelves were involved in all 
Kinds of Superftition, nor had even this efcaped 
them, fb that in conforming himfeif to the People 
over whom he was now made Governor, there was 
but too much Danger of his being drawn into fuch 
unjuftifiable Praftices. And as it was with the Peo- 
ple, io with the Prieft. The fame Degeneracy had 
Overrun the Sacred Order, by which the Execution of 
this Sacrifice as well as the Vowing of it, is accounted 
for. The High Prieft and Elders were either (o igno- 
rant that they could not, orfo negligent that they did 
not inform Jephtbah better, than that he was obliged 
to the Execution of his Vow ; and thus his Daugh- 
ter, by the united Fault of People, Priefts and Go- 
vernour, really fell a Sacrifice. Mr. Selden and 
Bifhop "Taylor^ both refer to a famed Story amongft 
the Jewifh Rabbies, that this Matter refted upon a 
Punftilio between Jephtbah and Phinehas^ that the 
former would not go to the other becaufe he 
thought himfeif the fuperior Perfon, and the other 
would not interpofe, till a proper Application was 
made to him. Betwixt both the Virgin loft her 
Life, but both Prince and People were puniftied ; 
Jephtbah with a Palfy, and Phinebas was deprived 
of the Spirit of God. — Without laying any Weight 
on fuch Traditions, it (hows at leaft their Opinion 
of the Reality of the Fact ; but there is one Cir- 
cumftance in it, which to thofe who fo feverely con- 
demn the Fa6b, may feem to give fome Light to 
a memorable Alteration at this Time in the Line 
of the High-Priefts. Dr. Lightfoot % was, I think, 

t Selden de Jure Nat. & Gent. Lib. ^iv. Cap. II. P. 532, 
Taylor'^ Dua. Dub. Lib. iit. P. 2O8. 

% Lightfoot Ltco fupra cit. 
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the firft that obferved on this Subjed, that it was, 
very remarkable, and yet entirely unaccounted for, 
that at this Time the Office of the High-Prieft-hood 
was loft from the Family of Eleazar^ and tranflated 
to that of Ithamary another of the Defcendants of 
Aaron^ as appears from the firft Book of Satnuel : 
And as no Reafon is afligned in the Hiftory for lb 
unufual a Change, he conjeftures it might be owing 
to the Mift^ehaviour or Negleft of Pbinebas in this 
very Particular. If now there was any Authority 
for this his judicial Lofs of the Spirit hereby, this 
would be a plain Caufe of his being depofed, and 
of altering the Courfe of the Succeffion. But this 
is left only as a Conjecture, and a very poffible 
Method at leaft of folving the Difficulty here ob* 
jefted. 

Others, who know not how to admit of fo entire 
and univerfel a Degeneracy amongft all Orders and 
Degrees of Men in the Jewijb Nation, think they 
may both account for the Faft, and alleviate fbme- 
what of the Guilt of it, from the Opinion of the 
Perfon committing it, and the Difficulty of recon- 
ciling the feveral Direftions given them by Mofes 
in this Particular. The Vow itfelf they give up as 
rafli and unadvifed, yet not fuch as proceeded frpm 
a wicked Mind, but from an over-zealous one, not 
fufficiently attentive to the important Confequences 
of it. But when it was made, and the Event had 
determined it to the Perfon of his Daughter, here 
was a confiderable Cafe of Confcience arifing, which 
required great Impartiality for a faithful Determi- 
nation. 'Tis true, the Precept in Deut. which 
forbids human Sacrifices, was exprefs and clear, 
but it is as true, that thole Precepts, which require 
a faithful Performance of all Vows, are as ftrong 
and pofitive, and as he was fituated, he could not 
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fi?Ifil both : The Queftion then was^ which miift: b^ 
violated ? A Chriftian Cafuift would indeed make 
BO Queftion of this, but would give a very ready and 
a very juft Anfwer to it. But we are dear of many 
Prgudices in this Cafe, which the Jews were not, and 
we muft confider the Cafe, not according to our own 
Notions,, but theirs. Such particular Vows are very 
juftiy difcontinued and difcouraged amongft us, 
but they were in very frequent Ufe with them, and 
they had high Notions of the Indifpenfablcncfe of 
of their Performance. Thefe were the Words of , 
their Law. When thou Jbalt vow a Vow unto tbt 
Lord tby God^ thou Jbalt not Jlack to pay it \ for tbi 
Lord tby God will furtly require it of thee^ and it 
would be Sin in tbee^ Deut. xxiii. 2i. and again^ 
t?/r. 23. Tbat wbicb is gone out of tby Lips tboujhak 
keep and perform^ even as a Free-will-offerings ae* 
cording as thou baft vowed unto tbe Lord tby God^ 
whicb thou haft promifed with tby Mouth. Suitably 
the wife Man advifes and direfts, Ecclef v. 4. l^ben 
thou baft vowed a Vow unto God, defer not to pay it^ 
for be batb no Pleafure in Fools. Pay tbat which 
fbou baft vowed: Better it is^ that thou ftiould not 
vow^ than tbgt tboujbouldft vow and not pay. And 
then he proceeds to cut off this ufual Excufe fof 
the Non-performance of Vows, tlaat they were ill- 
founded, or not well confidered : Suffer not tby 
Mouth to caufe tby Flefi> to Jtn^ neither fay thou 
before tbe Angela tbat it was an Error : Wherefore 
fhould God he angry at thy Voice \ and deftroy tbe 
Work of thy Hands ? that is, as Bifliop Patrick* ^ ac- 
cording to the obvious Senfe of it, paraphrafes it, 
*' TTiink not of being abfolved from the ObHgations 
♦« thou lay eft on thyfelf in the Prefence of God and 
" his holy Angels by fuch foolifh Excufes as thefe ; 
" it was a Miftake -, I. did not mind what I faid s 

♦ Patrick' t Paraphrafe. Vol. iii. P. 4 J 8. 
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** or that was not my Meaning ; for this m\\ but 
*' cncreafe thy Guilt ; and why ftiouldft thou far- 
*' ther increafe the Anger of the Almighty, &?^.'* 
I am well aware, that this Advice of the royal 
Preacher is of a much later Date than the Cafe of 
Jepbtbah^ nor is it mentioned as that which, led 
him to the Execution of his rafli Vow, but as an 
Inftance of the firm Opinion which they ftill re- 
tained of the Inviolablenefs of a Vow, and that the 
Subjeft Matter of it, though wrong, was not after- 
wards to be pleaded as a Difpenfation from the Ob- 
fervance of it. Jephtbab\ own Words to this Pur- 
pofe are very full and emphatical. / bave opened 
my Mouth unto the Lord^ and I cannot go back. This 
was the Principle he thought himfelf obliged to 
aft by, and was immoveably determined to fulfil. 
The Thought of executing his Vow fhocked him, 
but the Non-execution of it was a Thought not to 
be admitted at all. There are other Uke ftrong 
Expreffions of the indifpenfable Obligation of a 
Vow in the Old Teftamcnt, and no Inftance of 
their making them without punftually fulfilling 
them. Whereas our more prudent Difufe of them 
has entirely freed us from all their Prepofleflions 
on this Account, and enabled us to judge more 
coolly and impartially in the Cafe ; and we, who 
think it ra(h to make any extraordinary Vows at 
all, are very ready to abfolve from the Performance 
of them when ill made. On the other Hand, 
the Golpel-precepts having improved our natural 
Sentiments of Humanity, and fweetned our Difpo- 
fitions by their benevolent Influence, we arc more 
Ihocked at the Thoughts of this horrid Murder 
than probably were the Jews, As they were fet 
apart for the particular Purpofe o( keeping up the 
'Knowledge and Worfhip of the one true God, and 
were commiflioned utterly to deftroy and extirpate 
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all idolatrous Nations and People, they were lefe 
moved with the Violence, which they were forced to 
offer to others, in Cafes where their Religion was 
concerned. They were particularly cautioned. Dent. 
xiii. 6, fcf r. not to be influenced by the Ties of Blood 
or AfFeftion, or any other partial Motive, to tranfgrefs 
this general End of their Separation, but they were 
direfted to put to death without Mercy their neareft 
Relation or deareft Friend, that fhould attempt to fe- 
duce them to any Violence of thefe Pfecepts of their 
Law. TheGrounds and Reafons of aDireftion, which 
bears fuch an Appearance of Severity are befide the 

t)refent Queftion, and have of late been largely il- 
uftrated and vindicated. I am only obferving the 
Fact, that there was fuch a Precept in their Law, 
and that their Notions and Praftices were fuitablc to 
it -, and though the Cafe here Ipecified was only 
that of Idolatry, yet this was the Foundation of a 
ftrong Prepoflfeflion with them, that where any 
Point of Religion interfered, or was thought to do 
fo, with that which would other wife have been a 
moral Duty, in this Cafe, whether real or fuppofed, 
the latter was to give way, and they were rather 
to offend againft Man than God. There were 
likewife, as Jepbthah well knew, fome exprefs Li-? 
mitations in their Law itfelf to the Precepts of not 
taking away the Life of another, but there were 
none to the Direftion of fulfilling their Vows, and 
where the Law made no Exceptions, he might not 
think himfelf at Liberty to make any : Again, the 
Authority of Parents over their Children, of Ma- 
tters over their Servants, and of Magiflrates over 
their Subj efts, was in thofe Times very extenfiveand 
almoft abfolute ; their Lives and Liberties were in 
a great Meafure at their Dilpofal ; and though they 
were bound in Confcience to a reafonable Ufe of 
their Power, yet even an arbitrary Procedure in 
Perlbns veftcd with fuch Authority was much lefs 
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criminal than in a like Injury betwixt Perfons^ en a 
Level who could claim no Right ov^er, or owed no 
Duty to each other. Jephtbab^ however reluftant, 
might think that his paternal and regal Power over 
his own Child might juftify or excufe at leaft the 
^Violence offered to her, but he knew of no Au- 
thority that he had to releafe himfelf from the 
Performance of a Vow made to God. Nothing but 
a fuperi<Mr Power, he judged, could dilpence with any 
Obligation. The Duty owing from him to his 
Maker, made him think his Engagement unalter- 
2kAy binding, and the Duty owing to him from his 
Daughter made him think this his abfolute and fe- 
vere Diipo&l of her the more excufeable. The 
Struggle which muft be fuppofed to arife in him 
QCi this Occafion, and the Arguments which in- 
fluenced him to this fevere Determination are thus 
veil reprefented by a rhetorical Writer*, ^id 
a^m ? VWimifne Humanis el litabo^ qui fsverius id 
mfieret^ prohibuit ? nee placer e mi hi nifi parricidio 
licebit ? At fanSe pollicitus fum. ^d igitur Fronte 
compeUabOj cam opus efi^ Deum, VoH Reus^ nee fo^ 
lutd quam ultra ipfe promifu ViSimd. ^icquamne 
carum eft nimis cut pretiofum^ quod donetur Deof 
^em effudero Sanguinem in Ard^ tneus efi ; quam 
eripuero Vitam^ Dedi. I do not after all fay, that 
his Judgment was rightly formed, but thefe I doubt 
not were fome of the Grounds at leaft, on which 
he formed it as he did. He had reduced himfelf 
to a very unhappy Dilemma, which, whatever we 
may think, was not fo eafy to be refolved. It was 
refolved at laft, according to thofe Principles which 
then moft prevailed ; and if we judge thera infuffi- 
cient, it will fhew however, that this extraordinary 
Event, if not ftriftly defenfible, yet is not entirely 



* Robinfoni Annales Mundi. Lib. ix. P. 5 i8. 
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unaccount^le. — But this wll farther appear by 
examining the Foundation of their Opinion, who 
not only agree in the Reality of the Faft, but think 
it juftifiable by a particular Precept in the Levitical 
Law. 

There are not wanting, who tho' they condemn 
the Raflinefe of Jepbtbab in making this Vow, yet 
think that after the makmg of it, he was really ob- 
liged to put it in Execution, even at the Expencc 
of lus Dau^ter's Life. And indeed, the Pafl%e 
alleged in Proof of it feems at firft Sight fo full to 
the Purpofe, that Commentators are greatly per- 
plexed in thdr Account of it, and find much Difficul- 
ty to get clear of the Confequence. The Words arc 
Ley. xxvii. 28, 29. notwitbftanding no devoted Thing 
that a Man /ball devote unto tbe Lord of all t bat be bath 
both of Man ondBeaJi, and of tbe Field of bis Poffefjion^ 
fifoU be fold or redeemed. Every devoted Thing is 
nwft holy unto tbe Lord. None devoted^ which Jhall 
be devoted of Men fhall be redeemed^ but Jhall furely 
be put to Death. It is allowed by all Writers on 
each Side of the Queftion, that the Devoting here 
"Ipoken of is not meant of a common Vow, but 
of a particular Form with a Curfe annexed, which is. 
called Cheremy by which the Thing devoted was 
made incapable of being redeemed, or of reverting 
to common Ufe, as in all the Cafes mentioned be- 
fore in that Chapter it nught . The Senfe of this 
Paffage muft depend therefore on the Notion and 
Ufe of this Vow of Cher em ; and they who oppofe 
the Opinion of any Authority lodged hereby in 
private Perlbns to devote to Deftruftion any of their 
Family, are in their Account of it as inconfiftent 
with each other, and fometimes with themfelves, as 
with thofe, whofe Interpretation they endeavour to 
confiite. Mr. Selden * has particularly laboured 
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this Point, and given us every Notion and Ufe of 
it that prevailed amongft the Jews^ the laft of which, 
he obferves, was by way of Imprecation. It is not 
neceffary to confider his Diftinftions any farther than 
as they relate immediately to the prefent Argument. 
Now the firft Ufe, he fays, of Cherem is to fignify 
the facred Gift itfelf, which was devoted to God or 
to holy Ufes, referring to the Verfe before us. But 
in what Senfc then was this accurfed ? If it was de- 
dicated with a Form of Execration on themfelves if 
they violated their Vow, as moft Commentators are 
willing to interpret this Paffage, then it might in 
ibme Senfe be ftiled a Cherem -, but this would coin- 
cide with his laft: Divifion, and deftroy his fourfold 
Diftinftion. But if it was not devoted with any 
fuch Imprecation, what was the Nature of the Curfey. 
by which it is diftinguifhed from the other kind of 
Vows mentioned in the former Part of the Chapter ? 
To be applied to holy Ufes could in the Nature* of 
the Thing imply no fuch Notion. It was with 
them a Privilege, not a Punifhment,to be employed 
in the Service of the Sanftuary. An accurfed Per- 
(bn or Thing muft be the lefs, and not the more fit 
for (acred Offices. Ifindeed.it was to be confumed 
or offered up in Sacrifice, this might well be 
efteemed a Curfe with regard to the Deftrudtion of 
the Perfon or Thing itfelf, tho' it might be Holy un^ 
to the Lord^ as the Text here expreffes it, being of- 
fered up in his Service, in Teflimony of his Provi- 
dence and of his Righteoufnefs. The Senfe of this 
Text therefore depends much on underflanding, 
whether the Cherem or Curfe fpoken of belongs to 
the T'hing devoted, or the Perfon devoting, if he 
fulfilled not his Vow, The greater Part of the 
Commentators before referred to are pleafed, with- 
out any Attempt of an Argument or Rcafon for 
their Conftruftion, to underftand it currently of a 
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Vow with IiTfprecation -, which indeed, if there was 
Authority for it, would make Senfc of their Inter- 
pretation, that tho* the Things vowed by com- 
mon Forms might be redeemed according to 
their Eftimation, yet if Execrations were ufed in 
Cafe of Failure, here they fhould be obliged to the 
ftriftand literal Performance of their Vow, But 
there is not the leaft Intimation in the Text, that 
this Cberem was to be underftood of an impre- 
catory Vow. It is the Thing itfelf, which is Ipoken 
of as devoted or accurfed, or doomed to Deftruc- 
tion, which therefore was not to be redeemed, but 
was furely to be put to Death. Accordingly this is 
allowed by fome of the mod confiderable Writers 
in the Oppofition*, however inconfiftent with their 
after Endeavours to difprove this Senfe of the Law. 
They tell us, that being devoted here fignifies the 
fame as being accurfed and appointed to be flain, 
which, if true, lyill make it very difficult to evade 
the Confequence, (ince the Text is fo exprefs for 
the abfolute Completion of the Vow. Indeed the 
Evafion ufually offered is that which Dr. Edwards^ 
in the fore-cited Place, ^ves in thefe Words, that 
*' Cberem^ which is the Word here ufed, always 
*' fignifies either Perfons devoted to Slaughter, de- 
*' ftined to Death for their Wickednefs, as the Ama- 
lekites^ (£c. or Things deftined to utter De- 
ftruftion, as Jericho and Ai^ fc?^.'* But this is 
in exprefs Contradiftion to the very Words of 
the Text, which Ipeaks not of whole Nations and 
Cities appointed by God to Deftrudtion, but of 
fome fingle Thing or Perfon devoted by a private 
Owner out of his own Property. I^o devoted Thing 
that a Man jhall devote unto the Lord of all that he 

^Jenkins's Reafonablenefs, ^c. Vol. 11. P. 3 6. 
/r^/Z's Critical Notes. Vol. T. P. 93. 
Edn/cards on difRcuU Texts. Vji. I, P. 87. 
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^ hath^ both of Man and Beq/t, and of the Field of 
his Pojfejfioni fhall he redeemed. This is fo exprefS, 
not only by the Ufe of a general Term, as no de- 
voted Things but by defcending to all the fcveral 
Particulars which could be in a private Pcrfon's pol^ 
feflion,and fpecifying peculiarly the devoting of Man 
as weJl as Beaji and Fields that it would be difficult 
to frame the Expreflion more to this Purpofe, if 
}t had been intended ; and even Mr, Selden * ac- 
knowledges this to be fufficient to determine the 
Meaning of the Words in the cnfuing Verfe. None 
devoted^ which fhall he devoted of Men^ that is, out 
of Men, and not hy Men, as fome have rendred it, 
fttall be redeemed^ hut fhall furely be put to Death. 
The Senfe of thefe Verfes appear fo pl^n in Con- 
jundion, that for that very Reafon fome of the 
ancient Jews^ as the laft cited Author informs us|, 
feparated them, and fuppofed them to relate en- 
tirely to diftinft and different Subjefts ; and a very- 
excellent modem Writer f follows their Method. 
They iuppofe the firft of thefe Verfes to relate to 
voluntary Vows of private Perfons, the other to 
Nations devoted to Deftruftion by God's own Ap- 
pointment. But here again, there is not the le^ 
Intimation from the Text or Context of any fuch 
fudden Tranfition of the Subjeft. The whole Chapter 
treat's of the Vows of private Perfons, and this 
28 th Verfe is allowed ftill to relate to thefe vo- 
luntary Engagements; and that then the lacred 
Writer (hould abruptly leave this Point without any 
Notice of it, andfpeakpf quite another, about their 
indifpenfable Obligation to deftroy all utterly, 
when they were the Inftruments of God's Ven- 
geance on idolatrous Nations, is utterly unaccount- 
able ; nay, this 28 th Verfe is not clear and decifive 

* Loco fupra cit. J Cap. 10. P. 490. f LelatuT^ An- 
fwcr to the Moral Philofopher, Vol. I. P. 150. 
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whqut the fubfequentooe. It is f^ that no fuqh 
devoted or accurfeid Perfon or Thinjg fhould be re- 
deemed, but it is not deterniined, how it was to 
be diipofed of, it is only faid, that it was moji bofy 
to the Lord^ but not in what Method it was to be 
made fo. This the next Verfe determii;ies, which 
^ter repeating that it fhould not be redeemed^ 
appoints that it A^uld hput to Deaths that is cer- 
tainly, that it fhould be offered up in Sacrifice/ 
The Conncdlion of thcle Verfes is in all Appearance 
io ftrong, that had not fome ill Confequences beeii 
apprehended from the Conceflion, there had in all 
Probability no Doubt been made of it, Mr. Selden 
exprefly charges thefe Confecjuences upon it*, that 
fuch an Interpretation would have invalidated the 
fixth Commandment, and opened the Way to v6^ 
luntary Murder, But d[ this there feems little Danger, 
fince the Devotement could only be by thofe, who 
had an abfolute Power over the others, and thefe 
muft ftand in fuch a Relation to them^ as ordina? 
rily to have an Affeftbn for their Perfons and an 
Intereft in their Prefervation ; nor does Hiftory 
prefent us with any fuppofed Example of . it, except 
in the Subjec^t of the prefent Qucftion. Nor was 
diis dreaded Confequence at- the moft any Argur 
mcnt againft the Meaning of the Words in the 
Verfes before us, but a Prefumption only that th^y 
ought not to mean thus, and not any Proof that they 
do not. The worthy Perfon juft now referred ta ii, 
who has moft lately confidered this Point, thinks 
the Mention of devoting a Field a ftrong Argumcol 
againft this Interpretation, fince this was incapably 
of being facrificed or confumed by Fire; But whatj 
ever the Author he writes againft might affert, th^ 
Text mentions nothing of Burnt-offerings iiji parr 

• Cap. tf. P. 467. t Lflan^* Vol, L P. 149. 
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dcular, arid ^ Ffeid ittay Bfe ddomfed to Deftruftioii 
in the Sertfe thlt it V9ts capable of, that iSj it 
rtiight be laid wafte in token of the Divine Difpleafure 
a^ainft any Ihi^uity committed in that Place, when- 
ever luch Cafe ilhould happen; and might thus 
Be Holy, or fcpkrated from common tJfe, in the 
fame Senfe diat any other accurfed Things could be. 
As I finccli^ejy >)wAi WcU to the Caufe^ which this 
Writer has fo well defended, 1 would equally ^atd 
againft the' Inference, which Unbelievers have drawn 
from hence, which I fhall not fail to attempt, after 
having obferved what has bfeen offered by good 
Men in Confirmation of this Inter^i-etation. ' For 
thofe who judge from hehce, thiat Jepbtbab was 
really obhged hereby to fiilfl his Vow by the Sa- 
crifice of his Daughter, feem at leaft to argue very 
clofeiy and coAyindngly- I AiaB ufe the Words ot 
6ne of undotibted Piity and diftinguiihed Judg- 
iiient. *' It is plain -frorti tlus Text,** fays he*§ 
" that fome both Things and Perfohs might b* 
** devoted, to wit, fuch Things and Perfons ortt 
*' which the Perfon, who devoted theiti, had a 
^^ Power ; that no fuch, cither devoted Things ot 
** Perfons, could be fold or redeemed •, that all Pferfofi* 
** fo devoted were to be put to Death ; and fince th^ 
'^^ Pei-fOns, ^hich itiight thus be dlevoted, ari 
^' reckoned among the Poffeffions of thofe V^ 
^^ might thus devote them, and therefoire cannot 
•^ fo property be undcrftood of the Canaanites and 
'* Arl^dekiteSy who were not in their Power, ^ of 
** Perfons aftually under theit Powef ; fince no 
^' Perfons are fo mudi under th« Power of othertv 
^\ as Slaves in the Power of their Lords, ahd ChiU 
♦"^ dren of tlrar Parents, it is from hence witji greift 
^^ Prbbabaity of Reafon condbded t>y foine, that 

; * Bifhop 5te<j/W<j^/'s Sermons, ?.%i6. ' ' 
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" Parents had in fomc Circumftanccs a Power of 
*' devoting their Children to Deftruftion ; that 
*' Jepbthah did by bis Vow thus devote his Daugh-- 
** ter, and that having thus devoted her, he might 
think himfelf obliged by this Law to fulfil his 
Vow by putting her to Death." AH this and 
much more to this Purpofe is to be found in Ijud. 
Cappellus*^ who argues from hence, not only that 
Jephthah might think himfelf obhged by this Law 
to facrifice his Daughter, but likewife that he judg- 
ed right in thinking fo ; ihd that on this Account 
he was not capable of being abfolvpd from his Vow 
of Cherem^ by the high Prieft, or any of his Order. 
His Reafonings on this Point are difficult to he 
dcah with, and he has guarded againfl: the feveral 
Exceptions which he was aware might be made to 
this Interpretation of it. Indeed the. only material 
ones are the appearing Inconfiftency of it with that 
Precept in Deut, xii. 31. which exprefly forbids 
human Sacrifices, and the fevere, if not unjuft Na- 
ture of the Law itfdf. But there is no great Dif- 
ficulty in the firft of thefe Objedtions. For this Di- 
rc6tion. Lev. xxvii. 28, 29. was given before that 
other in Deut. and therefore if there was any Dif- 
ference betwixt them, that muft be reconciled to 
this, and underftood confiftendy with it. If this 
Text really meant to authorize the Deflruftion of 
fuch devoted Perfons, then the other muft be un- 
derftood as including every Inftance, but this, which 
had been before* allowed. It muft be confidcred 
Hs a general Rule with one only Exception, which 
a preceding Law had permitted.— But, was not then 
tms fuppofed Law fevere and unjuft in itfelf, con- 
trary to the Principles of Humanity and Religion? 
Why, even in this Senfe of it, it docs not approve 

♦ Not« Criticae in Vet. Tcft. P. 423. 
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or recommend the Praftice of devoting any Pcribns 
to beftrudion. It only required, that a Vow thus 
made fhould pundhially be fulfilled^ and that no 
"Redemption mould in this Cafe be allowed of. But 
certanly there is much Difference betwixt warrant- 
ing and encouraging this Kind of Vow by Cberem 
or Curfe, and infifting on the exaft Completioh of 
it, when once it was made. This might be in- 
tended to the very contrary End, even to dis- 
courage, this Praftice, by the Mifchief and Grief, 
which it might in the Event bring on themfelves, 
and thofe perhaps who were neareft and deareft to 
them. And the very Circumftance, which has 
fometimes afforded Matter of furprize to fome, that 
this of Jephtbab^^ is a fingle Inftance, not to be 
paralleled throu^ the whole Bible, may on this 
Suppofition be rationally accounted for. If this 
Law, which peremptorily required the Deftruftion 
of fiich devoted Perfons, was defigned in ^errorem^ 
to prevent all rafh Vows, then one fuch eminent 
Example as this was. enough to put an End to all 
fuch Methods of devoting, and to work that Effcft, 
which it was calculated to produce. — But ftill in 
this Cafe the Penalty fell on the Innocent not on 
the Guilty Perfon, and we are perhaps at a Lofe 
to account for the Equity of a Law which (hould 
make one a Sufferer by the Mifcarriagc pf another. 
—The Truth is, in llich Cafes the Penalty fell on 
both Parties, for every one fees both from the 
.Circumftances of this Affair, and his own pathetical 
Lamentations, that Jephthah was, as well as his 
Daughter, a fevere Sufferer by the Execution of 
his Vow. And as for the Article of an Innocent 
Perlbn*s being involved in Ruin by the Default of 
one who fhould have fupported and protcded them, 
this Ihputd at mod be of no greater Force in this 
Inftance,, than in that whicK in God Almighty had 
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exprefly thrcatncd, that he would vifit the Sins oF 
Fathers upon Children. No Motive was thought of 
greater Weight to influence Men to a right Con- 
du6t, than a Concern for the Welfare of their Re- 
latives and Defcendants, and therefore this was in 
both thefe Cafes ufed, a^d thofe, who believe that 
God was the Author of this Inflitution, that he 
has a Right in any Method he thinks proper to* 
refume the Life he gave, and that he mil regard 
and recompence in a future State, the Merits and 
Sufferings of Perfons in this, can find no Difficulty 
in the Equity of thefe Difpenfations. Even human 
Governments, which can neither accurately diftin- 
guifh the Worth of Individuals, nor fufficiently re- 
compence their Calamities, are yet forced to pro- 
ceed upon the fame Principle, and to influence 
their Subjefts by a Regard to the Welfare of their 
Pofterity. Our own in particular has thus appoint- 
ed in the Cafes of Treafon and Suicide, that their 
Fortunes fhall be forfeited as well as their Lives, 
and thus that their neareft Relations Ihall be de- 
prived of thdr Maintenance as well as of their Friend, 
Were we now dilpoled to raife Objcftions, might 
we not plaufibly argue. Is not this a great Hardfhip 
on the innocent Survivors, who are thus, without 
any Fault of their own, ruined iii every Rclpeft, 
and lofe that which fhould be their Support, as well 
as that which was probably their chief Comfort ? 
Is it not Calamity more than fufficient to lofe ^ 
Friend or Relation in either of thofe Methods, and 
muft they likewife fbr that very Reafon be undone 
in their temporal Interefl:, and be deprived of the only 
remaining Means of affording Confolation in their 
Diftrefs? The Objeftion feems fpeciouS, but the 
Cafe is, we are not born for ourfelves only, but for 
Society, And as a Regard to the Pro^rity of 
Relations is one of the ftrongeft Ties that can be 
kid upon human Nature, to keep them from Evil, 
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i( is juftly aj^lied to that End, and it is for the 
Benefit of the whole, that it (hould be fo applied, 
though it may in particular Iriftances fall hard upon 
ipnocent Perfons, who mull look to another World 
fpr their Refuge and Recompence. If then fuch 
Provifions are made by human Authority only 
without^ny Imputation on their Witlom or Tuftice, 
how much more unexceptionable is fuch a fVecept^ 
when it is backed by adivlneCommiifioD, and comes 
immediately from the Proprietor and Governor of^ 
the World ? * If now we underftand this Direftion 
in this Light, we avoid all the . Difficulties that 
Commentators have been driven to in explaining 
it, or rather in endeavouring . to explain it away 5 
we admit the plain obvious Sehfe of the Words 5 
we clear it from any Inconfiftencv with the other 
Direftions of the Law, and guard it from any ill 
Confequcnces, which might be drawn to the Pre- 
judice of this Religion, or any Imputation on the 
great and gracious Author of it. . 

The Confequence- of this Interpretation with 
TtgSLrd to Jepbl bah* s Yovf is ftrong and concJufive. 
whatever Imputations we may lay upon his Ra(h- 
ncfe in making fuch a Vow, and devoting indifcri- 
minately the firft Perfon he met ; yet when it was 
thus Tolemnly done, and his Daughter unhappily 
proved to be the Perfon, by this particular Precept 
fi^e was not to be redeemed^ but according to the 
exprefs Words of it, was Jfurtly tobe put to Deaths 
According te this Conftruftion, his Lamentation 
was fuch as we (hould expeft, a«d his Opinion ia 
the Cafe was right and well founded. I have opened 

* Certe neganduin non ejl^ quin omnimoda ej^modi cardes^x 

lege Numiriis, cujus imperio univerfa Rerum Natara fobeft, (fi ita 

is voluiffet) Jure ccrtiffimo committi potuiflet. Neque idco d'e 

Legis Juftieiay fi egiifniddi fenfu intdligenda fit, ulLttenii^ «UP 

:plit^dam. SeUfn de Jure Nat. & Cent. Lib, IV. Cap. 6. 
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Suicat)l}r the Hish-p.ncft.4ndt Cr^a|t;*coMitCil aiftei 
TeguUrly in pof ^f tcf^pttpg Soipavfni it,, and wcrr 
not chargeaWe ,^mV( ^^"^ Ignofafice or JJegleft 
ftjr their Parf in ic. . Afl4 dip* the LqJ ftU hand 004 
fuigle PericHi, yet k w»fi an.ufef^^ P^Ltcem.to aU 
After^g?a^ »nd tfei^ oRp.Ea^uticni »igbt prevent 
infinite Perjuries, and 1^1 an £«d, vW ii?te intcndi- 
?4> tQ . fuch ralh V9W4 in .private B^^foM** 

I i))all no( infiS: fa^)^ m (he ^Ceruintj; of tl^ft 

Int^precatipn : It ia fu^dent, th^r So much mav 

pljiwlibly l?c f^id fpr )f, ^^^ tp leave th^ Matter ai leaft 

in pirppcp) and confequently to Ic^ve Rcx^ai f9r di& 

lerefit P^ceririinations t^y fhe Cafuifts, if Jefbikab had 

coniplt^ theoi i^n the Qccafi^n, ^uppqie th«t they 

detjers^nfd wrpqg» yet fhjs \$ qpthiog more thao 

wl^at ofc^n h^pp^qS) that wife and gpod Men are 

divided in their Opinion on fuch Subje^, of which 

I €0^1d give a ijQiodem Inftance. Sut fince there 

was jToph a Tgjct, that ip Appe^ranp^ at icaft ren 

quffed, ^at on? who was fo devqted by a private 

P^rfoH jl^ajW wpi be n^mi4% bui jhq^ld fitrtly be put 

to f)saik9 thit ip^hf well b^ (he Croand of an 

Oj^pn, that her ^afc was. withouf Remedy, and 

tha^ Execution muft be dpne upon her. Whether 

this was righdy inJi^rpretfd or not .in ilich an Ap-^ 

plic^ioo^ if 19 npF i^ceifaFy .tq determine, but if 

it was likely ^ougjk (o occaHon fuch a Notion» this 

is f^iSiciepit to p^t a(i^n4 to aH . thai Aftonifli^ 

mei\t which wp fprpetimei meeiD ^icfa pn this 

Sul^($^, ^nd which ff^ havp proceedied' Only from 

a v^ fupjcrficial Vipw of it. If :>v^i3)Mld dearly 

ihew, tjb^ this was ^t the Megnifiig pf i^at Tesfe, 

yet.^ }t qw^hf have le^ ^hers iiiJ»^)the Miftake, 

th|^, . t^oM^ it would figf, jMJlify tht La^s^&Uoels of 

the "Fad:, ^ yet would leffen fhe Wonder of it. 

However we judge npv^ ofc tthis . jKi£>j ' ^tis plain 
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dhAC 7^/feii&*Wmfelf thought hfe Vdw indirpenfable; 
kftd aded 'UfOn that Principle. . AU Charges there- 
fore upon.'his' moral Charadfcrv; as being guilty of 
A' grofs, flagraht^^ wilful - Parricide, are Mifrepre- 
ientations, and betray a-great^want of Attention to 
the Circumftancesbf tl^is Part c4 the Sacred tjiftory. 
"^Tis plain,, th^t Jepi^hab-diAliereiti what was ex- 
ti-emely difegreeablc to himl^lf, ^pon' ^he Notion of 
his being obligedf-to do it. • ' His Vow, he thought 
lifas doff'to 'be violated upon 'any Account^, arid he 
preferred "his 'Dbty to God to any other Confidc- 
Jiation. -Thfe Prifcrvatioh of ckn only and beloved 
Child, 'afld the Gonafcii-c afid Support- of his own 
iiiture Age,' would have tempted many a one to 
liave failed in the Perfdi^rhance of his Yow, even 
fhough he had been of his OpihiDn,''that he was 
ftriftly obliged to it^^ but-thef« ftrorig Allurements 
had no-fuch Eflfeft Upon him. He' thought he 
»isgi^ nat go back^ and therefore be did wiih her ac^ 
tordvkg to his Vow^ and* facrificed his Daughter's Life 
and hij own Peace and <^tet to what he Judged to 
be , an Jndi.fpenfable Qbhgatton. No# whatever 
odious Ce>lours the Faft itfelf may be reprefchted 
in, y<?t certainly we cannot but iipplaud that fteiady 
Principle of Obedience, which occafibned- the Ac- 
compliflim^nt- of it. Suppofc the Miftake to be 
never fo ^ievous, yet the Piety of the Intention 
ift' idling according to his' fihcdfre Perfwafion and 
giving up dv6py Comfort in LJfe to difcharge what 
bethought W b(2 his Duty, muft be allowed to be 
c?>m^niendable' "^ikI praife- worthy. Peter Martyr 
ijierefoiie very unjuftly charges St. Jerom and St? 
^mhhfe ■'^xi]^ Iflconfiftency- ift this P<Hnt*, be- 
caufe they condemn the Faft, and yet commend 
Jtfhtbah for bis Refokition in executing it^ cfti- 

* 

^ Loc.Conus. P. 411. 
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claring that he was found Faithful, though in a 
Matter not allowable in itfelf -, upon which he 
thus expoftulates. Can that be a piouj Principle 
which leads to Impiety > Could that be Faithfutnefs, 
which led to the Breach of one of God's Command- 
ments ? If the Faft was not wicked, why do they 
condemn it ? If it was, how can they applaud the 
Author of it ? with more to the fame Purpofc. — 
The Cafe is in Truth fo extremely plain, that one 
would wonder how fo fcnfible a Writer could fo far 
tnifapprehend or miftate it, as to argue in this 
manner againft an imaginary Difficulty. The Judg- 
ment of thefe Fathers herein is fuch as the Ge- 
nerality of Mankind ever has, and ever will concur 
in. It is impofljble not to difapprove of this Faft 
on fome Account or other. Some blame the Be- 
ginning, others the ConcIuGon of it, and fomie carry 
their Cenfure through every Part from its Original 
to itsConfumroation. But when we confider only 
the Execution of it, and confider that according to 
the Opinion of the 'unfortunate Perfon concerned 
in it, here his Defire of ftiltilling his Obligations at 
all Events, however mifguided, claims our Ac- 
knowledgments ; and though we may wifh his Judg- 
ment had been better informed, yet we cannot but* 
Willi likewife, that all would imitate his difinte- 
refted Care to perform what he thought his in- 
cumbent Duty. This was the Faithfulnefs, this 
the religious Fear of Offending, which St. Ambrofe 
applauded, and which every good Man will con- 
tinue to applaud, whatever he may think of the 
particular Inftance in which it was teftified. And 
is there any Inconfiftencv now in commending a 
Man for adHng even to nis own Prejudice accord* 
injg to his Confcience, though erroneous, and iit 
fl^roatizing heavily the Error, which betrayed 
iim into 4 wrong Adlion ? Wc have fuch frequent 
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Inftances of the Hkc kind iq comiwn Life, wc h*vq 
fo often Occafipn to make Obfervatipns upon and 
Allowances to Men» who mean, very welh »n4 da 
vtry ill Things* that it fliouW feco^np difficult Mat-- 
ter to apply, the faijie Refkftions to a more early 
Cafe, and to efteeni their Judgment, inft^ad of 
charging them with Contradiction', wjjio have di^ 
ftinguifhed betwixt the A&lon and th^ Perfon* an4 
have comcnended the good Intention of one wh^ 
was defsrous to obey and pleale hi^ Maker, tho* they 
have feverely cenfured the fuppofed Miftake, whk:^ 
mifdireAcd fo valuable a P/mciple. 

Upon tb£ whole, Jepbtbab undoubtedly followed 
herein . very fincerely the pircdion of his Con- 
Icience, and a/^d a very unacceptable and afBidtive 
Part, rather than violate a fqlemn Vow, whiclj be 
had qiade tq God. A-U Imputations of wilful TranC- 
grcffions eherefore are oi|t of the Queftion, ar^d arq 
plainly coatradided by the exprefsWprds of hojy 
Scripture. It is elfewhere reprefenjed as a reJi^ipu^ 
Charader, Pfalm xv. 4. that hefwear(th io bis o%g;fj^ 
Huri and cba^^ib not^ which was very fignaUy Jefb^ 
tbafs Cafe. Whether this Uuchang^bleneis Wfis io 
this Inftance rightly founded, is anpther Qy^i^ion, 
and perhaps not fo eafy to be determined a$ wp ge- 
nerally fuppofe.— -We fey indeed^ and we lay righti^ 
that the SubjeA Matter of a Vow rouft be lawful i^ 
i^felf, or otherwife it cannot be binding <)n us -, but^ 
the Ground of this Opinion is, that n& inferior Aur 
thority can repeal the Laws of a Superior^ 4nd thcre-r- 
fore w^ cannot by any Obli^tion that we l^y upon 
ourfelves, reverfe or alter thofe which God has be- 
fore laid upon us. But if opder a pf cyliar Pii|3ipa- 
Jatton the fame Divine J^wgiyer^ wlu) didate4 (h^ir 
J^ws, dkl hin^ii^f allow, that the {^OF€e of fgtpe qf 
them n^^t hc/et afide by the Event of fuch wrjia 
cular ©flgftgRnj^t*, a^d that they iKpuld bpppgec^^ 
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to fulfil their Vows, even in a Point which would: 
otherwife have been unlawful, (tho* this might onljr. 
be permitted, like another Inftance, for the Hara- 
nefs of their Hearts^ to guard againft worfe Confe- 
quences» and prevent their trifling with theie fkcred , 
Engagements) on this SuppoQtion, tho* the Vow it* 
felf was wrong, the Dtfcharge of it* was right, and 
I am not fcnfible that any ill Inference can fairly be, 
drawn from it, either to the Prejudice of their Re* 
ligion or our own. There is a very rennarkabte In* 
ftance in the facrcd HHlory, antecedent to this of 
Jephtbaby which will greatly confirm this Suppofi- . 
tion. God himfelf had devoted the Inhabitants of 
the Land <^Cahasm to Deftruftion for their Wicked-' 
nefs, and had appointed the Ifraelites to be the In- 
ftruments of his Vengeance. They were dirtSed 
not to make any Agreement with them, or to fpare 
them, but utterly to root them out* However, be-, 
mg impofed upon by the Gibeanitesy as People of a 
remote Country, they violated thisexprefs Diredion. 
jUd Jofboa made Peace xtitb tbem^ and made a League 
witb them to let them live^ and the Princes of the 
Congregation fevare unto them. It foon appeared that 
the Con^ra&was obtained by Fraud, and thisfolema 
En^igement built upon a falfe Suggeftion. • Here 
now was a like Cafe of Confcience with that before 
ws. Might they not have pleaded, that the Matter 
of their Oath was unlawful in itfelf, as being con* 
trary to an cxprds Command of God himfelf? 
Might they not have appealed to the Letter of the 
Law, Exod. xxiii. 32. 'Thoufiali make no CovenajU 
wiib Aem % and that therefore it was not in their 

Power, 

* Dr. Shucl^ordiS of Opinion, diatthe IfrailiUsw^xtua^. ^br 
foltttely commanded to deRroy all die Inliabitants of the Na- 
tions, whoie Lands God had given them for aa Inh<M'icancey 
Vol. I, Book \2, /« 372, &c. But I cannot coacur ia^thi^ 0- 
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iPowcr, if they had intended it, and much left as 
they had been over-reached by Fraud, to have re- 
pealed 

pmion for many Reafons. In the firft Place, no Texts can be 
more fall than thofe which in expreis Vi^ords prefcribe the en**, 
tire Extirpation of thofe Nations, fuch as Exod, xxiii. 32, 33. . 
xxxiv. 12 NutTib. xxxiii. $2, $3. Deut, vii. i, 2. Again^^ 
the utter Excifion of thefe Nations was the very Intent of the* 
Commiffion given to the Jenvs, They were now ripe for Ven- 
geance, and the IfnuUus were appointed as the Inlh-aments of 
It. Their Day of Trial was palt, and there was therefore no 
Room for Mercy, G/«. xv. t6. 2)*»/ ix. 5.' Again, had they 
cflrered Peace upon Submiffion, the Gibeonites would not have 
taken to this fraudulent Method- 1 for it is plain by their own 
Confeifion, that they had nothing in View from the firft, but 
faving their Lives, which might have been fecured more ho«* 
nourably, if fuch publick Offers had been firft made to thefe 
Nations before they attacked them. The Gibeonites^ expressly 
acknowledge their divine Commiffion, and muA: th^efore, if 
any, have beei> within the Terms of Peace» J^fi* i^- 24.—' 
The Grounds afligned by this worthy Author for his Opinion, 
are firft, that Paffage, Deut, xx. 10, 11, &c. But the Di- 
iiinftion in this Paifiige was not, as he reprefcnts it, that the 
Women and Children and Cattle might be (aved, of thofe who 
ftfufed the Offer of Peace, if they were remote Cities, and be*, 
longed not to their Inheritance, whereas thofe of the Canaamtes^ 
Sec, were to be utterfy deftroyed, as foon as they were con- 
quered after fuch R efufal ; but the Dif&rence was, that the 
Terms of Peace might be propofed to the former, but were not 
at all to be allowed to the latter. The i;th Verfe relates to 
the whole Paffage in the five preceding ones, concerning th(ft 
Allowance of Life to jfJJ of thofe remote Cities, who would 
accept it upon Conditions, and lofomty namely to Females and 
Infants, even after a Vitlory over them. 7hvs Jhah thp^ J0 
Unto all the Cities 'which are 'very far off from thee^ nvhich are 
not of the Cities of thefe Nations. And then it follow*. But of 
the Cities of thefe People^ nvhich the Lord thy God doth give thee 
far an Inheritance^ thou Jhalt fa've alrve nothing thai breathttb^ 
But thoujbalt utterly defiroy them^ namely the Hittites, ^c. as 
*ihe Lord thy God bath commanded thee : To which the very 
Reafon is added, left an Intermixture with any of thefe People 
Ihould gradually lead them into any of their idolatrons Pra^ices; 
^hat they teach you not to do after all their Jbominc;tions^ tuhich 
they hatfedone unto their Gods, fo fifouldye fin againfi the Lord 
j9ur G§d. There is not, I think, a ifaronger Proof of their be« 

ing 



pealed the Law pf their Maker ? * The Contraft 
they might have urged was void in icfelf, as being 

antecedently 

ifig boand to extirpate them than this very Paflagej ^ ■ It is 
added however, that the other ** Meanine of this Diredion 
** of Me/es^ is confirmed from a Remark of Jofinuii. He ob- 
" iervesy that as God had purpofcd to deflroy the Nations of 
*' Canaan^ fo he did not difpofe any of them to accept of 
** Peace from the Ifraelites^ in order to their Prefervation.'* 
Jofi?, xi. 19. This divine Parpofe then of their utter Extirpa- 
tion, is a ftrong Prefumption that no fuch Tenns wtre to be o£. 
feredy which were to be ib univerfally ineffedual ; and efpeci- 
ally, as the only People who had Conditions from them, ob- 
tained thero» we know, by Fraad. Nor does Jofima'% Remark, 
that it tvas of the Lard to harden their Hearts^ that they Jhould 
come againfi Ifrael in Battle^ that he might defiroy them utterly^ 
and that they might ha<ve no favour % hut that he might dejiroy 
them, as the Lord commanded Mofes, at all imply that they had 
refufed previous Terms of Mercy. There was another Me- 
thod which this Author had juft before alluded to, by which 
they might have preferved themfelves, tho* no fuch Conditions 
had been oiFered, and might have faved their Lives by quitting 
their Country, {^ifuram mallent^ au/ugerent.'^Unde Girgefei 
credintes in Deum O, M. aufugerunt in Africam fe conferentes. 
Gem. Bieros,) But continual 1 okens of a divine Interpofition 
in favour of the Ifraelites had no EfFedl upon them. They 
were hardened againfi the utmod Evidence, which Obduration 
of Heart proved ihe Means of their^Deftrudion. — But the Strefi 
of this Obfervation of Jojhua lies, I apprehend, in that Cir* 
cumftance, that they Jhould come againft Ifrael to Battle. The 
iacred Hiftorian had in this and the preceding Chapter been 
relating their Combinations againft the Children of Ifrael, They 
were fo far from iudying, like the Giheonites^ to obtain Peace 
from them on any Terms, that they fent to each other to joio 
their Forces cp flop their Progrefs ; which Method, as Jojhua 
pbferves, haftned their own Ruin. 7 hey waited not till the 
Jfraelites came to War againft them in their refpedive Situa- 
tions, but they came out chemfelves to offer Battle to the Ifra' 
elites f by which Means their Conqueib were (peedier than other- 
wife they could have been, and the Deftru6tion of the Nations 
more compleat and lefs gradual than if they had kept merely 
on the Defenilve. And even in the Conclufion of this \ety 
Text, there is exprefs Reference to the general Injundion for 
their Extirpation, that he might defiroy them tttterly, as the Lord 
commanded Mofe^, — Neither would the After-Piftin£lions of de- 
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. antecei^cntly prohibited by the fupreme Lawgiver^ 

Und that tho' they muft repcAt of their ralh Oath, 

yet that they durft not fin againft the Lord by keep- 

, ing it. But they had other Notions^ Tho' they 

oughti not to have made this Covenant, yet fmce it 

v?as confirmed by an Oath, they thought tbcmfdves 

bound to obferve it, even in Oppofition to e Precept, 

which without this Circumftance would confeffcdly 

have been binding ; and tho* the dngregatim mur- 

mured againft the Princes^ yet all the Princes fold 

unto all the CongregatioHy we have fwom unto them 

by the Lord God of Ifrael, now therefore we may not 

touch them, ]o(h. ix. 19. Their Oath they thought 

• more binding than any fingle Precept, and that they 

judged right herein, the Event proved beyond Dif- 

pute ; for when Satd attempted afterwards to violate 

this Oath, and in his Zeal to the Children of Ifrael 

and JudsAi fought to flay //&^ Gibeonites, it was efteem- 

cd a Crime that called for immediate Vengeance 

from Heaveo, and a national Judgment enfued, 

2 Sam. nni. !.■ ■ This is another Inftance fo much 

of the like Kind, wherein a rafh Vow which wasi 

wrong in itfclf, was yet adjudged afterwards to be 

indifpenfably binding, and that where a public Con^ 

' fultation was exprefly had upon the Cafe, that thi$, 

one would think, (hould much leflin the Aftonifb- 

ment of Jephthab^s Hiftory, and obviate the moft 

material Objeftions to it. Tht Exceptions which 

'arc ufually made to it, would have been as applicable 

here, yet here they were over-ruled, and by the fame 

firoying them fifter and not kefhn they had fubdaed them<*««f 
. making them. Tributaries in their ferfonal and not in their wi* 
tional Capacity,-— and of a fecond Treaty with the Giheenitis^ 
bear Examination. I (hall only add^ that if the IfraeUtes had 
really been dire£led^ to fummoa firft each Town to furrcnder, 
and to offer Terms of Capitulation before they began the Aflaah» 
it would be furprizing that ^e ihoold meet with no one Inftance 
of their doing fo, throughout the whole Hiftory, when their 
Conqueft of fo many Cities i^ fo particularly related. 
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Authority atid Courfe of Reafoning his Cafe Is to be 
irindicated. ' That we have no other Examples piib- 
lick or private, of fuch unlawful Vows, which not- 
withftanditig were fulfilled, feems a convincing Ar- 
gurtient, that thefe had their proper EfFefl-, and that 
their National Councils^ and each particular Metn- 
ber, grew more cautious of the Ufe of fuch Oaths, 
when they found themfelvcs at' all Eveiits obliged to 
keep them. 

Actording to this Conftruftion, the only faulty 
Part of Jefbthab*^ Conda<5t appears tol>e his Rafli- 
nefs in making the Vo^ at firft. He had Examples 
before hirn of greJit and good Men, who had made 
extraordinary Vows on particular Occafions, and had 
focceedfed in them. He therefore, With the fame 
good Intention, but wjthout a due Regard to the 
maitct of his Vow, endeavours to exceed them all 
ih tiie Importance of it ; which Rafhnefs was pu- 
nifhtd in its own Effcfts, he being obliged by this 
ex|>refs Law to put it in Execution after it was made: 
And this feems a much more probable Method of 
aeciounting for it, than that continued Ralhnefe, or 
rathfer jperverfe Obftinacy, to which Dr. Edwards ♦ 
imputes it, who tho* he ftrenuoufly afleris and con- 
vincingly proves the Reality of the Fad, yet afcribes 
it to no more probable Caufe, than a ra(h Attach- 
ment to his nrft Error, by which he refufed to 
hearken to any Argument from any Authority, be- 
ing fefolutely bent to fulfil this promiffory Oath. 
And had the Completion of it been any Way to his 
ImcTcft or Satisfaction^ or had it been a Point indif- 
ferent in itfelf, or had it been inftantly put in Exe- 
cution, before fecond Thoughts could take Place, 
this SuppoiStion had been lels improbable. But the 
Concern which niufl: be fuppofed to arife on fuch an 
Evtnt, the Grief which he adually cxpreffed on the 

. * Edwards on difficult Texts, VoL l. p. 103. 
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Occasion, and the Interval which was petitioned an^^ 
\ granted as a Refpitc of the Execution, are ftronjg, 

againft the Notion of this his inflexible Refolutioa 
tp defl:roy his Daughter and diftrcfs himfelf, in Op- 
pofuion to all Application from and Arguments of 
the High'Prieft and Council. Raffincfs impFies Sud- 
dennefs and Want of Deliberation, which may eafi- 
ly be allowed in forming of the Vow, but cannot 
probably be fuppofed, where two Months intervened 
before th'e Performance of it. It is pot likely that 
in all this Time, an Affair of fo much Confequence, 
,and of fuch publick Notoriety, (hould be negleftecj 
by thofe, whofe Judgment was to determine Cafes 
of this Nature, or that Jephtbab fliould be uawilling 
to liften to a Propofition, which might fave his 
Child and eafe his Confcience. But if the Refult 
of the Confultation of the Priefts and Elders was 
to the fame Purpofe, if all the Princes of.thc Con- 
gregation determined in this Cafe as they did in the 
.other before mentioned, that a Vow once made was 
indifpenfably to be obfcrved, and their Sentence 
confirmed the Judgment of his firft Thoughts on 
the Subject, tnat be bad opened bis Mouth unia tlie 
Lord^ and tberefore tnigbt noi go backy then the whole 
Account is void of all Difficulty ; and the whole 
Blame of this Action lay in the rafh, well-meant, 
but illadvifed original Promife of fuch a Sacrifice. 
The literal Senfe of that Precept, Lev. xxvii. 28, 
29. which required the Performance of it, is ftrift- 
ly followed, its Reafon illuftrated, its Ufe vindi- 
cated, and the whole Hillory rendered rational and 
confiftent. 

I Ihall now proceed to examine 9.II the Objedtions 
which have been offered againit the Opinion of a 
real Sacrifice. 

,The principal fuppofed Patron of the other Opi- 
nion, as being not only firft in Time, but the firft 
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ifa the Eft^m of the learned Worlds of thofe I^rOa 
teftants of our own Country, who have argued 
agatnft the Notibn of JepbibaVs (acrificing his 
Daughter, is Mr. Silden^ and he is fo continuaUjr 
referred to by all the Writers on this Subjed^ that 
from his known Abilities I expe&ed the mod 
poignant Arguments that Wit or Learning could 
fuggeft. But in Truth, the Patronage of his great 
Name feems to have been the OccaHon of fuch fre<<* 
quent References to him, rather than the Weight 
of any Arguments alledged by him in this Points 
His Performance * is rather an hifiorical Account oi 
each Opinion, with the Reafons of each, than a 
prOfeiTed Determination in favour of either. He 
is at leaf): as ievere on the Grounds of the Other Coi^ 
ftru£tion, where he judged them inconclufive, as on 
thofe of the received Interpretation, and fcarce de« 
Clares decifively his own Opinion in the Cafe. His 
Intent was not fo much to difprove the Notion of 
Jepbfbab*% facrificing his Daughter, as to (hew^ that 
it was not warrantable for him by the Jemjh Law 
fo to do. It was pertinent indeed to this Point to 
take Notice of what had been laid againft the Fatft^ 
ste well as to (hew, that the Faft itfelf, if admitted^ 
could not be juitified. How far he has fucceeded iff 
this latter Part of the Argument, is another Que-» 
ftion, which may be given up or defended, without 
aflfedting the Reality of this Sacrifice ; but as this 
was the Light in which he was conddering it, he 
has really offered fome Obfcrvations, which may 
fcrve to clear up. the Point to thofe, who believe but 
condemn the Sacrifice. He has helped us to a pro^ 
bablc Account of the Occafion of Jepbibab'Si Error^ 
by his Mifapprchcnfion of the ufual Method of de* 
Voting their Encmic? previous to the Engagement^ 
and fuppofes that the annual Laxhoitarion Was in** 

* De Jare Nat. &Oent. Libi 4. Cap. ti. F. 49^. 
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tended to prevent the like ftrf the future. Againd 
chofe who fuppofe, that h&' dedicated her to a re** 
chife State, he obferves, that fuck a Vow would no 
more have been binding than a Vow of Sacrifkei 
and adds farther, that Parents had ooc fo much as 
the Power of dedicating them to religious ^rvtce^i 
obviating the Objedbton from, the laftance of Sattmeff 
with a Reafon very clear aiad conclufi ve f. What 
he has taken Notice of as , oiSbred fay others in iupr 
port of the new Opinion of a Virgin State, will 
bdl be confideced in the Words of thofe, who 
hare advanced thenn as their own profe0ed Seath 
ments^ - • ; i 

I fhall begin with thofe Objotftions, which: arQ 
urged by S\rTJb$mas Browfty who was one of the firii; 
of bur Countryfnen, who engaged in the Oppofijtion i 
who in his Enquiries into Ftdgar Errors jt, has 
placed this of 7^^ii^s Sacrifice of his Daughter 
in the Number, and formed his Arguments againft 
it both from Scripture and Reafbn* The ibrmer 
have been obviated already, in the View of the Hi*- 
ftory, but I Ihall juft mention them^ in ocxkr to^. 
fuli^oin fome brief Stridures on them. 

And, firft, he obferves, that, ^^ It is evident: 
** that fhe deplored her Virginity, and not ^her 
•* Death/* From whence he leaves it to be infer-- 
red, that not a formidable Death, but a Virgin*-: 
State of Life was her Portion ; whereas this Cpn*. 
fequence is very foreign from the Ob&rvation« Her 
Virginity was. equally to be deplored on both Supr 
poiitions, or if not equally, then rather morc^ if 
Hn^ died, than if fhe lived a Virgin. This compli* 
cated Misfortune, mud be the more afflidtive^ and 

*f Ipfe Ixvhz er9.ty atgue eo nomine Sc a natalibus Domino^ 
lacer atque ipfe libenter matris votum facra minifteria praclUn* 
do folVit. 

K Book V. Ch^. 14. p. 295« • ^ 
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flic had^reat^p Reafon to lament her Want of 01& 
fpring, if fee was immediately facrificed, than if flie 
had herfelf furvivcd t6 comfort her afBifted Father,* 
A very acute Writer gives this Refleftion another 
Turn \ and retorts the Ot)fervation upon the Ob- 
je&or. Inftead of concluding from her bewaiHng 
her Vif giri^ty^ that that was the only penal Confe* 
qiience of her Fa^her*s Vow, he infers the very con- 
trary, that that was not the Intent of it, flnCe Vows 
were to be fulfilled with a ready and cheerful Mind, 
that therefore fhe' was perfeftiy refigned as to the 
Lofs of her Life by Sacrifice,, but. was more at Li- 
berty to lament this unhappy Circumftance attend- 
ing it* that Ihe was deprived thereby of all Hopes 
of Fofierity. And I CSinnot but think there is fome- 
tbin^ very fubftantial and iignificant'in this Re^ 
niark. 

The fccond fcri'ptpral Olgeftion offered by this 
Author is, that, '^ When it is faid, that Jepbthal^ 
** did unto her according unto hi§Vd\4r, it is imme-* 
** diately fubjoined, dnd Jhi kneiv. no i\^n, ^hich 
** as immediate irt Words, was probably ' moft near 
« ifi Senfe unto the Vbv^ *' This U father a Repe^ 
fitidn'of the former Objcftionin'OtberWdrds, than 
iny hew' and diftih^l Exception. Accordingly the 
Ahfw^r tnuft here be repeated, that this Circum- 
ftance of iicf rerfiainift'g a Virgin was as proper to 
be iiiendoiied according to this Interpretation aa 
the other 5 and I have before offered a particular* 
Reafon, why the lacred Hiftorian adds this 6bfer- 
vation in this Place, immediately after mentioning 
the Execution of the Vow upon her. The Italiaft 

• Faeilc rcfpondetur, ideo non voviiTe quia deflcvit. Vota 
fft^a 'fibftiiii^srane Animo (bkcnda : Viu igitur fine lada.oblata 
cft» qOfp in VotO fuit. Qupd.iine liberis Virgo vitam deponc'* 
ret^id iBi mo'efliun fuit^ xaorxemque fedt acerbiorem. Robin* 
fm ^naUs Afa«ty lib.' ix. p. i»*9- 
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Tranflation very fuitably renders it, and fie had 
inown no Man^ which was the full Purport of the 
Remark here made, and not only obviates any Ex- 
ception, but renders the Hiftory more clear and in- 
telligible. 

The only remaining Objeflion urged by this Au- 
thor from the Text, is from the Meaning of the 
Word, which we tranflate to lament ^* It is faid in 
the Text,'' fays he, " that the Daughters of IJrael 
went yearly to talk with the Daughter of Jepb^ 
^' iha.b four Days in the Year, which had fhc been 
" facrificed they could not have done/' But this 
Point has likewife been already confidered. It was 
obferved, that allowing the Word to fignify Dip 
courjing^ it would not follow, that they difcourfed 
with her, but of her ; and that he is fufficiently an- 
fwered on this Argument by the Teftimony of thofe 
who were of his own Opinion as to the Faft. 

JFrom Scripture he proceeds to ^Arguments from 
Reafon. And firft, he obferves, that " the Offering 

*' of Mankind was againft the Law of God/* * 

This indeed, will be thought an Argument of great 
Weight againft the Equity, but noways affedb the 
Reality of the Faft. It may pafs as a Proof, that 
he ought not to have done it, but certainly cannot 
determine the Queftion whether he did or no. Bc« 
fides, tho* the general Principle of the Prohibition 
of human Sacrifices be readily allowed, yet it muft 
be great Ignorance of or Difregard to this Levitical 
Law to pafs it by without any Notice, when it is 
the very Foundation, of the prefent Difficulty. 
But he adds, that " tho* he (Jepbtbab) had pur- 
fued it, it is not probable the Priefts and Wifdom 
of Ifrael would have permitted it/* Now this 
Improbability mult pioceed upon three Suppofitions, 
neither of which will appear abfolutely unqueftion<» 
able — that it was their Duty to have prevented it— 
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that they would hot fail to endeavour to do rhefr 
Duty — and that it was entirely in their Power to 
have niade their Endeavours effeftual. — The whole 
Cowrfe of Argument, which we have been review- 
ing, may fliew, that the firft of thefe was not fo 
indiiputable ; the Corruptions, which have been 
noted as prevailing in the Jewrfib Nation at that 
Time, will leflen our Security of the fecond, and 
the Authority which Jepbtbab had by Contrad re- 
ferved to himfclf, will almoft intide us to pronounce 
againft the laft. The High Prieft and great Coun- 
cil might, for Reafons before given, be of his own 
Opinion, that his Vow was irrevocable, if not, they 
might not be fo adtive, as they fhould have been, 
in Oppofition to his Opinion, as being lefs interefted 
in the Prefervation of his Daughter thai) himfelf; 
or had they really endeavoured to prevent it, yet as 
he was now their Head and Governor, he might not 
be liable to be controuled by his own Subjefts. 
The lame Anfwer would be fufEcient to the other 
Part of the Difficulty propofed, that they would 
hot have permitted it, " not only in regard of the 
** Siibjeft or Sacrifice itfelf, but alfo the Sacrificator, 
** which the Pidure makes to be Jepbthaby who was 
•• neither Prieft, nor capable of that Office, fcfr." 
Allowing the whole Force of what is here intended, 
it might not be in their PoWer to help what they 
did not approve, nor to prevent his Encroachment 
upon their Funftion, if he did it. But we are not 
at all obliged to defend the Notion of Jepbtbab*% 
facriScing her with his own Hands. The Painter's 
Fancy is at Liberty, but it is not aflerted in Scrip- 
ture. It is only faW, that be did witb ber according 
to bis Vow^ and numberlefs Inftances may be given 
from the facred Writings of Perfons, who are much 
more exprefly faid to have done thofe Things, 
which were done by their Orders, and executed by 
their Inftrumcnts 5 and it is a common Way of 
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{peaking in ufe amdngft all Mankind; Dr, Ei^ardr 
indeed embraces the Notion of his really perfornning 
the dreadful Office in his own Perfon*, ftill afcrib^ 
ing it to his ra(h Obftinacy and refolute AttacliisieAl 
to the literal Form of his Vow \ but thia is « very 
diftinft Qiieftion from that of her being facrificed at 
all, and we are no way concerned either in the Diffi- 
culty or the Solution of it. 

The next Objeftion is, that <* The offering up 
" of his Daughter was not only unlawful, G?r. but 
•« had been a Courfe that had much entrenched 
•' upon his Difcretion ; that is, to have puntftied 
•* himfelf in the ftrifteft Obfervance of his Vow, 
** when as the Law of God had allowed an Evafion, 
f' that is-, by way of Commutation or Redemption^ 
«* according as is determined, Lsv. xxvii.*' But 
why not a Word again of that particular Law, 
which is to be found in that very Chapter here 
referred to, which prohibits the Redeff>ptioh of 
a devoted Perfon, and requires, that He JIM furefy 
he put to Death ? The EvafioHy as he calk it, hf 
way of Commutation or Redemption, was for 
thofe who were dedicated to living Services j but nd 
fuch Commutation was allowed for thofe who. were 
'devoted to Deftrudion by private Perfons, who 
were to be careful how they made fuch Vows^ fiftOe 
the Execution of them was indifpenfably retjuired: 
If this be not the Meaning of that Law, it ou^c 
to be proved, and not overlooked ; and it ought 
Jikewife to be proved, that the Jews did not fo un- 
derftarid it, btherwife this might occaGon a Diffi- 
culty amongft them, which jnay account for this 
•Faft, if not juftify it. Jeph^ahy I doubt not, 
would have thanked thefe Cafuifts who z\t {o 
ready to abfolve him from his Vow, and to isell us, 
)iow he might have been excufcd from the Per- 

' • Srd^arA <w diicuU T^xtei Vol, L f, tot, 
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fermana 6f it ; teit what Grounds are there t* 
tharge him with fuch unaccountable Ignorance or 
Ncglcff,- as that he did not know the Law of ke- 
idemptton, or did not regard it ? How juftly might 
he have retorted the Accafation upon thofe, who 
fiiouid thus have dire^ed him, in their paffing bjr 
in Silence that very Law which was the Ground erf" 
his Scruples, and which in Appearance at leaft 
was very exprcfi for the Difcharge of his Vow by 
the Sacrifice of his Daughter. — However, this Men- 
tion of the general Appointment of aCommutatiofi 
leads him to introduce a Paflage in prophane Hifto- 
ry, which affords a ftrong prefumptive Argument 
againft the Opinion, which it is brought to favour. 
** And therefore, fays he, their Conceit is not to 
be exploded, who fay that from the Story of 
Jepbthab facrtficing his own Daughter^ nfigbt 
fpring the Fable of Agametf$non delivering unto 
Sacrifice his Daughter Ipbigenidy who was alfo 
Contemporary unto Jephtbah^ wherein to anfwer 
the Ground that hinted it. Iphigenia was not 
** facrrfic^d herfelf, but redeemed with ah Hart, 
** which Diana accepted for-her.** If this Conceit^ 
as he confeffes, is not to be exploded, it is of grfc^ 
Weight for the Reality o{ Jephhah*^ facriScing his 
Daughter. It may ftrongJy be urged, that oiir 
Meeting with fuch a Parallel Story in Heathen* Au- 
^ors dated about the fame Time, is a -Circumftance 
which much corifitnis this Notion jTor if it was bor- 
Towed from hence, it muft argue the Reality of thq 
l^'aft from whence it was borro^^^. - Many of o(* 
beft Writers ha^ve prpfcfledly undertaken the Argu- 
ment^ and -<h^\^R' now the*' Heathen Mythology was 
a Corruption :;ojr. Scripture -Hift«ry, and it is* very 
remarkable that there ihould .at the. &me Period of 
Time /be an Account in their Poets of a great Gene- 
ral and Governor giving up his^Oaughter to Sacri- 
fice, when the Bible gives us the fame Relation in 
*'■■'*' s JF 4 the 
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the 6tory of Jepbtbab. As to his Remark by 
which he intend<ed to evade the Confequence, th^( 
Jpbigenia was not 6p4lly Sacrificed, ^uc r^eemed 
with a Harr, he ought in the {irft Place to hav^ 
.been fo fair as to have told us. That the Poets ar^ 
divided in their Account, and that ibme exprefly 
^ure us, that ihe was actually facrificed ^ 1^ and then 
we have as good Authority to embrace that Side of 
the Queftion as the other, and may argue ' very 
ftrongly from his oWn Conceflion, that this Account 
might fpring from the Story of Jephtbab. But 
fuppofe, that all the Heathen Writers had been uqar 
nimous in their Account of the Reden^ption and 
.Prcfervation of Iphigenia^ yet that ihe was devoted 
as a Sacrifice is the great Point to be confidered. 
They were not always exadl in retaining every Cirr 
Cupiftapce. Some Corruptions of their own are 
mixed in every Inllance which they borrowed from, 
the Sacred Hiftory : Ir is enough that the principal 
Arucle was prefervcd, And if the devoting je. 
Daughter to Deftruftlon by a mighty Prince and 
.General was from Jepbtbab afcribed to Agam^mnon^ 
then whatever was the Event in the Prpphane Hifto- 
ry, yet we are aflbred of the Completion in the Sa- 
cred Story i for it is exprefly faid, Jnd be did with 
tier according to bis Vow.-^Thc very Circumftance of 
devoting the firft Perfon of hjis Family that he met 
with in his Return, if he retprncd with Succefe, 
and the Accident qf its falling on his own Child, 
is preferved likewife by the Heathen Hiftorians in 
The Perfon qiIdof9fnW'^ and though here again the 

■* San^ine placa&is vpntos e^ virgme eaesi* 

Ffrg, ASpeiJ, Lib. If. 

Hoc juvenc amiflb claflem non folvit Atrides, 
' Pro cj^ua maftata eft Iphigehia mora. fropert. Lib. IIL 

■ ■ rr- Trivial virginis Aram 

Jphiana(Iai xurparuDt fanguine f%de 

pijftpr^ panaum rr-=!^ f^ucret. Lib. |. 
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Event was very different, yet his own peremptory 
Refolution to fulfil his Vow and facrifice bis Child, 
is remarkably related ; which is a ftrong Confirma* 
tion, that it was a Corruption of Jepbthab^s Hiftory, 
and is eaiy to be reconciled on that Suppofition, but 
is utterly unaccountable on any other. This Per- 
fon is likcwifc acknowledged to be Cotemporary 
mth yepbibab, and that fuch fimilar Circumftances 
ihould be found in their Hiftory, is a great Pre- 
fumption, that the real Charadber of the one was fa- 
buloufly applied to the other ; and upon the Ac- 
knowledgment of that, is a farther Evidence that this 
Paflage of Holy Scripture is to be underftood of a 
real Sacrifice, fince the Heathens thus underftood 
the Vows of their Heroes, though they varied in 
th^ir Account of the Event. If Jephihah did indeed 
thus devote his Daughter, and ofier her up as a 
Burnt-OfFering, it was probable fomc fuch Remem- 
brance of it would be prefervcd with many Cornip- 
tiops, as in other like Inftances, in Profane Hiftory; 
and that we meet with fuch Accounts is a ftrong 
Evidence of the Meaning of that original Fadt 
JFrom which they were derived. Whereas if Jepb- 
tbah did no more, and meant no more than to de- 
dicate his Daughter to a fingle Life, then tl^fe Ac- 
counts of Perfons^ whofe Children were defigned a)C 
Icaft for Diftruclion, could not take their Rife from 
hence, though this Author allows that they did ; 
nor could they have any Foundation in any other 
Part of Scripture, but were abfolutely groundlefs 
and fictitious. Yet thefe are Accounts of fuch a 
Nature, as are altogether improbable to be an entire 
FiAion, and can be accounted for only by fuch a 
fuppofed Corruption of fome real Hiftory. ... 

The only remaining Objeftion of this Author is, 
that •* Although his Vow run generally for the 
•* Words, wbatfoever /ball come fortb^ (3c. yet it 
!; I^igi^t be re(lrained in the Senfe \ for whatsoever 

4* wsts 
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** was fecrificable, and juftly fubjcft to lawful Im- 
^* molation— Nor was he obliged, fays he, by Oath 
*« unto a ftrift Obfcrvadon of that which promiffo- 
** rily wis 'unlawful; or could he be qualified by 
« Vow to commit a Faft, which naturally was abo- 
*« minable/' This coincides with the former Ob* 
jcftion of the Iniquity of fuch a Parricide, and is an 
Argument not againft the Faft, but the Legality of 
it. Whereas he might be guilty of this Sin, though 
we efteem it fo exceeding finful, and the Generality 
of thofe who fuppofe he did ir, condemn his doing 
it. — And as Arguments df Unlawfulnefe will not di? 
prove the Faft, fo even as tb the Pofition here ad- 
vanced, that he was not obliged to fulfil an unlawful 
Promife, though no Chriftian will be dilpofed to 
difpute this Principle, yet whether this was the 
Notion of the Jewsy is another Point, which ought 
not to be prefumed without Proof, and which I 
think has been difproved. Or if it be bat a doubt- 
ful Point, it overthrows the Foundation of this Ca- 
fuiftry, and confcqucndy the Force of this ObjeftiOn, 
even againft the fuppofed Abominablcnels of the 
Faft. — He concludes with the ufual Obftrvation on 
'the different Senfes of the Particle, which is ufcd 
in the Vow as admitting either a disjunftive or copu- 
lative Senfe, but this was at large confidered in its 
Place. 

The Author next to be confidered is Mr. Howell*^ 
who is very earneft againft the Opinion of a Sacri- 
fice, and introduces his Exceptipns with a very rhe- 
torical Declamation, being, as muft be allowed, 
very ftrong in his Expreffions, however Weak and 
inconclufive in his Argu merits. He entefs thus oa 
his Subjcft: "No body can rc^&yepbthaFsYow 
and the Execution of it, as moft Trandatign^ ejc- 
prefs and reprefent it, without Horror, and *A- 

• Hift. of thi'Bfble, Vol. I.'BoWtV. P. 323. ^ ' ' -^'^^ 
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** mazement. To finrd a MaB,'^nd that not a 
.^^ wild Barbarian t^it an Ifraeliie^ offering in Burnt'- 
'^ offering a young Innocent, and no Doubt beau- 
tiful and virtuous Maid ; to find an indulgent 
fond Father burning the Fruit of his Body, his 
own Child, nay, and bis dutiful and obedient 
Chhd too, the Objedb of his Hopes and prefent 
'^ Comfort ; to find bios whom the Apoftle lifts 
^^ in the Catalogue of the mofl: pious and faithful 
*' Worthies of the Old Tcftament, vowing to of- 
f^ fer a human iSacrifice to God at the very Time to 
which the Scripture fays. The Spirit of the Lord 
was upon hhn, and putting his Vow afterwards 
f^ in Execution^ though human Sacrifices were hate- 
*' ful to the Lord — I fay, to find all this is very 
•' pjQzzling and unaccountable/' This Reprefenta- 
tion of the Difficulties attending the received Opi- . 
nion is, indeed, pathetical and plaufible, yet I appre* 
hend the intelligent Reader, from the foregoing View 
of the Cafe, will cafily obviate the whole of its Force^ 
clear up this puzzling Suppofition,, and account for 
all, which is here efteemed unaccountable. The 
Horror. here reprefented will much abate, when we 
confider that thoi^h he offered up bis own^ bis du^ 
tifid andobedi£ntCbildj yet it wasuponafirmOpinion, 
whether right or wrong, that he was bound to do it, 
and with all the Regret and Concern, which could be 
fuppofed to attend an indulgent Parent in fuch a 
Cafe ; that he was not wilfully guilty of a horrid 
Parricide, and m Sport or Refcntmcnt trifled away 
' the Life of an innocent Daughter, but only offered 
up a Sacrifice, which he thought he indifpenfably 
owed to his Maker, at the &cpence of his neareft 
and deareft Relation/ He was guilty, we confefs, 
of a rafli Vow, which is no fuch uncommon Cafe -, 
but the Execution of it was founded on a fincere 
^erfuafion, that nothing could releafe him from it, 
Thb is not barely implied, but particularly expreffed 

in 
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in the Hiftory, and ftrong Evidences have been of- 
fered to fliew, that according to the Notions of the 
Jtvos^ he was not miftaken in his Judgment. — 
There are however two Suggeftions here offered hy 
this Writer, which look fomething like Arguments 
againft this Interpretation, and therefore I fhall'parti- 
culariy confider them. 

The firft is, that one, " whom the Apoftle lifts 
*' in the Catalogue of the moft pious and faithful 
" Worthies of the Old Teftament cannot be fup- 
«* pofed even to vow to offer 4 human 'Sacrifice to 
<* God." Are then the Charafters of all the others^ 
whom the Apoftle in that Paflage celebrates, unex- 
ceptionable in every Inftance, from whence we may 
draw a probable Argument in favour of Jepbtbab ? 
If none of them ever tranfgrefled, not even fo much 
as in a Cafe of Raftinefi, the Prefumption might 
feem ftrong, that this our Hero might be acquitted 
likewife. But pow it is remarkable, that moft of 
thofe mentioned in this Teftimony with Jepbtbab^ 
had fome Blot in"* their Charadler ; from whence, if 
any Conjefture was to be formed of this Point at allj^, 
it would rather conclude for his Commiflion of this 
Iniquity in making fuch a ra(h and wrong Vow. 
The idolatrous Ephod ofGiJeofty the irregular Love, 
Prevarication and Folly of Samp/on^ the Murder 
and Adultery of David^ might all be dilproved by 
the fariie Method of Argument, becaufe they arc 
mentioned with Honour in the Lift of ancient Wor- 
thies, by the Author of the Epiftle to the Hebrews^ 
But the Truth is, that Author did not intend hereby 
to juftify or excufe every particular Aftion of their 
Lives. He introduces the Mention of them upon the 
Subjeft of Faith, confiders them as afting upon that 
Principle, and in virtue of it becoming great In- 
ftruments of Providence for the Good of Mankind 
in general, and their own Nation in particular. In 
this View the Teftimony is mipft true and pertinent, 

but 
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but cannot therefore invalidate the Hiftory of fome 
faulty Steps in other Parts of their Condudt. Cha- 
ra£ters are, as they ought to be, taken from the 
general Courfe of a Man's Life ; and there are many, 
who, like thefe Worthies here mentioned, are found 
in their Faith, and habitually regular in their 
Pradlice, who yet are not without fome BlemiQies in 
particidar Inftances. Yet any Hiftorian would be 
juftified in the Commendation of fuch Perfons ; and 
if none were to be mentioned with Honour, but 
fiich as had never been guilty of a rafh Adion, there 
muft be an End of all'Praife and Efteem in the 
World, Thefe Heroes celebrated in this Epiftle 
were great and fuccefsful Commanders, raifed up 
by God for the Support of his People, and were 
likewife in the Main good and wcU-difpofcd Perfons •, 
but all this does neither exprefs or imply, that there 
is no blameable Circumftance in their whole Hifto* 
ry. Dr. Lightfool fignifics*, that he might be num- 
bered amongft the Faithful on Account of his Re-f 
pentancc, but I know of no Authority for any fuch 
Suggeftion. It is certain, indeed, that he repented 
of making this Vow, but that he repented of 
keeping it, is no where faid or intimated. He 
might indeed repent of this likewife amongft his 
Sins of Ignorance, (as we have all great Reafon to 
pray to be clcanfcd from our fecrct Faults) but that 
he ever really changed his Mind as to the Unalte- 
rablenels of his Vow, we have no Reafon to believe, 
pr to fuppofe. Neither ought it to be omitted, that 
fome of the primitive Fathers went fo far into the 
contrary Opinion,that they thought Jephthab was here 
placed in the Number of the Faithful on this very 
Account, for his Fidelity in performing this Vow. 
And it i$ certain that fuppofing his Error herein to 
be never fo grievous, yet his pundual Pifcharge of 

• ♦ %CttnOtiQtiJudg€S^, 39. Vol. \\, p. 1 21 7. 
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that which was moft diftgreeable to Flefli and 
Bloody upon a religious Prmciple, his fulfiHm^ 
what he thought himfeif obliged eo fulfil, thougK 
ag^nft his own Inclination, ' was highly comi^enda* 
bk, and might not improperly entitle him tof'the 
Charafter of Faithfulncfs^j At Icaft, if it bi not 
the very Foundation of fuch a GommcndatioB, it is 
hot tnconfiftent with it ; but fuch a genera) Teftu 
mony would not difprove a particular Fauk, if it 
had been wilfui, much left fuch kr/ one as at moft 
proceeded only from an erroneous Confcience. The 
Charafter of Jefhtbab appears chr©ughput to have 
been truly religious. As fbon as he bad accepted 
this Commiflion, he utiered all bis fVords ief^r^ the 
Lord in Mizpeb^ that is, " in a folemn Addrefe of 
*^ Prayer he laid before God all that he had feid tc> 
** the Gileadifejy defiring likely God's Approbation 
•* and Direftion, tt^r/f** He then endeavoured to 
prevent theEfFufion of Blood in War byanamidabte 
^nd honourable Addrefs to the AmmoniUs^ and 
^herein Hke a Perfon of Prudence and Piety juffifie$ 
the Lawfulnefs of the Caufe he was engaging in; 
When this proved ineffeftual, he again applies td 
Heaven by this very Engagement we are cdnflder^ 
ing, in which his good Intention, if not his good 
Judgment, is to be juflified. He meant well in 
rhaking his Vow, though he did not enough confix 
der the Subjeft of it, and he meant well in the exe- 
cuting it, believing it now indifpenfable, however 
he regretted his firft offering it. * . . . • 

. *■ Whoever looks into the Catalogue of the Worthies, vili^ 
the Author to th^.Hehre<ws enamerates, will foon peccciirCy. dutt 
as he is far from beitig exadl in the Order, wKereia he places 
then)', {o by the Faith for which he commends them, he means 
no mote than a Belief of what God t6M them, and rcjrd/Obei 
dience to hiS'Commandsy wheiteTSr^ they were i^gnified- kv thttA 
by a proper Authority. 

. Stackboufis' Hlft. rftbe Bibk, Vol. J»tE. ^l. 
t JFellis Paraphrale on the Flacd. * ' ■ " 
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Tbe oA^ Obfo^on of this Author is, that he 
oHild 9Qt be fijipf^ofcd • to vow to offer a human Sa^ 
cri&c Mat the very Time in which the Scripture 
^^ feys, SHe Spirit of the hutd was upon Urn** hxA 
had' this Qi>jei5ti(m come from any other Perfon 
than 00C5 who had fo frequent Occafion to confider 
the Impart of the facred Phrafes, and has fo weli 
compiled the Sacred tjiftory, it had. been le(s un-i 
accountable. The Operations of the Spirit, as tbe^ 
Scripture exprefly teiis us, are various, and the 
higbeft Degrees of it were not intended to makei 
Men snifieccabk ; no, nor infallible neither, except 
in a pardcukr Gift for a particular Uft ; and evea 
then noil reaching to every Part of private Condui5h. 
The Spirit of the Lord, which is here laid to come 
upon Jtpbtbab^ was undoubtedly a Spirit of Valoar 
and Fortitude, foitablo to the Eo^loyment he was 
uodenakipg, and did not imply an Immunity from 
all Error, Nor is. this an arbitrary Evafion and un-^ 
fupported Afiertion, bat there are feveral paraUel 
Pa0ag^ (to juftify it. The Spirit of God is faid to, 
come upon S4nd for this very Purpoie, i Sim. xi. 6^ 
and again upon Samffon^ Ju^is xv. 14. when he^ 
brake the Cords that were upon him like burnt 
Fiax> and did fuch Execution with the Jaw*Bone of 
an Afi. Yet were neither of their CbaraAers un-. 
exceptionable % and many other like Inftances might 
begivaai. The Spirit of the Lord came on many* 
Ferfona for particular Services, when his Providence 
raisM them up as Inftrun>ents of Blefling to their > 
own People, or of Vengeance on others, when yet 
thc^ Perfons were ia other Refpeds neither free' 
from E-rror or Vice*. Naaman was an Idolater,' 

* Eckm per ipfum Saulam, omnimodo reprobatum, mnlta- 
Dens populo fuo praellitit, in quern infilivit eoam fpirltus Dd,' 
et prg|>hetavity non cup) jufte ager et, ied cum m Virum fan^om 
David innocentemque fsviret ; agit enim fpiricas Domini^ ec 
per bqnosy et per malos, ec per fcientes, et per nefcientes quod 
agendum novic ct Ihtuit. Juguftin, ^teft, in Jud. lab. VII. 

I yet 



yet ly bim the Lord bad given Deliverance unto Syria* 
The Spirit of the Lord in al) fuch Inftances is plainljr' 
a Spirit of Coarage and Might, not of :Pi6cy and 
imfpotted Innocence, But che Strefs is laid on the' 
Improbability of fuch an unjuftiBable Vow " ac 
•* the very Time that the Spirit of the Lord came 
♦* upon him.** Now fuppoling the Cafe to be 
rightly ftated, a Man might be infpired with an 
extraordinary Degree of Fortitude to take Vengeance 
on his Enemies, and yet be left to his own Conduct 
of himfelf, without any fupernatural Portion of 
Grace, in Afiairs, which only . touched Conicience.' 
But neither is the Foundation itfelf of this Difficolty 
to be granted^ It does not appear, that this Vow 
was made at the fame Time that the Spirit of the 
Lord was upon him. It is not faid. That the Spi- 
rit came upon him and he vowed a Vow ; but the 
Spirit of tbe Lord came upon Jepbtbab^ and he 
pajfed over Gilead and Manajfeb^ and paffed over 
Mizpeb of GiUad^ and from Mizpeb of Gilead be 
paffed over unto tbe Childnn of jimmon^ The Sen- 
tences are very diftinft. His fpeedy Progrefi was 
owing to the Spirit given him, but his Vow was of 
his own Motion. And yet even this, as isefore ob- 
ferved, was well intended : fo that nothing can be 
inferred merely from this Circumftance againft the 
Notion of a Sacrifice ; and I ihall make a farther 
Obfcrvation on it prefcntly, when I come to take 
Notice of the Repetition of this Objedlion from an- 
other Hand. There is nothing farther in this Au- 
thor, but what has already t)ecn obviated in the 
View of the Hiftory, fuch as his EvaHon of the 
Teftimony of the Ancients, and the different Tran- - 
flation of feme particular Words in the Account, 
whrch need not here be repeated. 

Dr. Jenkin is the next in Order of Time, who ' 
hasoppofed the received Interpretation f. He has 

f Re^onablenefs, Csfr. tf the Chriftian Religion, Vol, 11^ . 
N. i8. p. 334- 
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been (bMvitidcUd^ as^ Co give us an Accouflt of 
fooie of the. Grounds, on which thofe who believe 
tfiiac Jefbthah fai^rificed his Daughter, endeavour to 
account for it ; and after all, only determines, t|iat 
the other Opinion is. moft probable. Such Re- 
4iiark6 as were peculiar to him, fell of courfe into 
the Exan^ination of the fcriptural Account of it. I 
(hall only here add a Remark on his concluding 
Sentenc^t wherein he fays^ *' No Commentator has 
^^ ever determined it to be confonant to the Law, 
•* that heihould ofFer fuch a Sacrifice, but all agree 
•* that it was dircftly contrary to it." Had this 
been iaid abftra^edly from the Confideration of his 
Vow, it might readily have been allowed \ or had 
it beea iaid, that all agtee, that he ought not to 
have made fuch a YoW) \ this had been equally true \ 
but whether he ought not to have fulfilled the Vow 
when made^ is. another Point, which is not fo uni- 
vcrfally agrci^ed ; wherein, as I have (hewn, wife 
Men have differed, and where plaufible Realbns 
at lead are ofieited on both Sides. 

The next Author to be examined is one, from 
whom I . unwillingly differ in any the minuteft 
Point, whofe Memory I honour, and which will 
ever be honoured by every Friend to real Chriftiani- ' 
ty, whilft its moft diftingpifliing and important 
Doftriries are truly valued ; [ mean that great and 
good Man, the late learned Dr. Waterlani. He has 
likewife embraced the new Cooftrudtion of this 
Vow*, not as certain, but. mofi probable^ and has 
adopted not the Arguments only, but t:he Words 
alio of Mr. Bedford on i^is Subjed, which run 
thus : 

V I. If he had facrificed her, the Scripture 
" would without doubt have cenfurcd it as a very 

■ 
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«« wicked and inhumiln Aft." This b taking two 
Points for granted, which will not readily te *!• 
lowed, that it was fuch a very wicked and inhuman 
Aft, and that therefore the Scripture would have 
Cenfured it. as foch: the former of which, as the 
Cafe was circumftantiated, is doubtful, and the iati* 
ter abfohitely groundlefs. It is allowed, that hu^ 
man Sacrifices in theinfelvefr wctt unltowFul^ and 
(hocking to human Nature, but for that very Re^ 
"Ton it, might be difpenfed with in one Inftamre, tC> 
imprds very ftrongly the indifpenlabte Obfervance 
of Vows, to'prevcht the ra<h Making, and the ralh 
Violation of them. At leaft, this the Law feemed 
to require; and it is not jiift, when ^vpUhah was 
tinde^ this fblemn Engagement, to ftate the Ckfir, 
'and argue from it, as if no Difficuky had arifeli 
froln hence; but he had only been bound by the 
'geh^ral Precept agairift human Sacriikes. — But fu^ 
pofe it certainly wicked and inhuman, without any 
Pretence to juttify or exCufe it, yet is the Argumertl 
groundlefs, chat then the Scripture would without 
doubt have cenfured it as fuch. Thofe facred 
Writings are ufually very brief in their Account, 
' and relate many Fafts without Ceniure or ApptM^ft, 
'ieaving us to judge from the Rules of Right aftd 
Wrong, which are elfewhere given us, whether 
fuch Fafts were blameable or commendable ^. \t 
was their Dcfign to give us a fliwt Hiftory of tte 
Beginning of the World, and of xkitjewijh Natioti 
'Jn particular, and not to write Comments on every 
' Charafter, much lefs on every Aftion of each pal*- 
cicdar Pcrfon. . There are many other Fa^ therein 
related^ which we know to be criminal, though the 

'Sfcriptufe has no where pronounced them to be fo. 

• - ' • • . ... ' 

* Neque approbavit hoc Scriptura, neque reprobavit, (t^ 

jufUda et lege Dei coj;ifulta'aBfGhiandiu&^ penfahdumque di'Aifit. 

' .. Augujtin, ^jueft, injud. Lib, vii.p 612. 
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9lie Intemperance of NoiA^ the Inceft of i>/ and 
of Judaby have no eatpreis Mark of Cenfure affixed 
on them by the ]ni{»red Writer, yet no one will 
therefore deny them, or defend them ; but all fucli 
Pradioes are eafy to be judged of by the leaf): De*' 
grte of Common Senfe, under the general Principles 
of Religion, without fuch particutAr Determinations 
and Marks fixed on them by the fupreme Autho- 
rity. 

The fecond Obje^'on is, *^ In (uch a Cafe ^he 
^* would not have let her go up and down upon the 
^* Mountains for two N4onths ; for he might fup« 
)* pole, that (he would never return, and then he 
** could not have done as he vowed." This Diffi- 
culty, if it be any, is however equally applicable to 
evefy Interpretation of this Vow. She might hav6 
evaded the Penalty whatever it was, by going of!^ 
but (he had very readily fubmitted to comply with it, 
and he had no Doubt or Diftruft of her. Had he 
intended her only for a (ingle Life, (he might (if 
we are at Liberty to put all polTible Suppolitions) 
have taken this Opportunity to defeat his Intent, 
and to entitle herfelf to fome Hopes of Pofterity ; but 
there was no Reafon to- fufpefb her not returning, or 
<doing any thing unworthy of her general good 
Charader. And unlefs we knew what particular 
Mountains were chofen by her, or allotted by her 
Father for this Purpofe, that her Flight was prafti- 
•cable, is not fo certain. Indeed this Circumftancc 
of his allowing her two Months Liberty to bewail 
her Fate, is fo far from an Objection, that it is, as 
I have before urged it, an additional Proof of the 
Truth of it. If her Fate was fo fevcre, it was very 
likely both that it (hould be a(ked and granted, that 
Ihe might lament fo extraordinary a Misfortune in 
fo eminent a Manner; but on any other'Suppofition 
this folemn Lamentation was unworthy theOcca- 

G 2 ' fion. 



[84 1 
fiOBy and inconfiftent both with the Nature of did 
enfuing Misfortune, and the Libeny afterwards 
fuppofed to be indulged her oi receiving Vifica 
from her Companions. 

The third Objedion is, " If (he had gone upoii 
*' the Mountains, it would have been to bewail her 
^^ untimely End ; whereas all that (he propofed ta 
V bewail was, her Virginity/* TKe Reafon of this 
has fcveral Times been affigned. Her's was a com- 
plicated Gafe I fhe was now to loofe her Life ; and 
that before fhe had any Of&pring herfelf. This Cir^ 
cumftance fhe chooib, with a Dutifulnefs €on(iftent 
with her whole Carriage, to infift on as moft decent 
in her Situation ; that Ihe might not refleA on her 
Father for his Rafhnefs, n nor contradid that which 
was exprefly the Subjeft Matter of his Vow ; but la- 
ments (his only, which was an incidental Confequence t 
and why thi^ was fo lanientable, might have been 
colleded, if we had been at a Lofs, from that which 
is here ufed as 

A fourth ObjeftioB^ that ^ the facred Story fcems 
<( to favour this Interpretation ; that at the End of 
*^ two Months (he returned to her Father, who did 

with her according to his Vow; the Confequence 

of. which is immediately added,, and Jbe knew n$ 
" Man. This was a great Trouble to Jepbtbah^ 
^' becaufe by this Means his Family wasextin£b^ 
*^ and he had no Iflue to inherit his Eftate, and 
^^ keep his Name in Remembrance.** This then 
was the Reafon why (lie chofe likewife to memion 
and bewail this unhappy Confequence of her untime- 
ly End, rather than that unfortunate End ttfelf. 
She does not appear to have been afraid of Death it- 
fe]f» but was concerned that flie fiiould leave no Po^ 
fterity according co the known Zeal of that Nation 
ijQ this Particular; and therefore lamented not her 
fpeedy and violent Deftrudion, but her Want of 

Iffue* 



cc 



f«5] ' 
Iffiie. She might contentedly re(ign a Life, wbioh^ 
w>uld c^cr long fail of iifcif, to the Service of Go4,' 
and the Benefit of her Country, and yet might 
grieve that (he had not firft lived to encreafe her 
Family, and leave them ibme Hope of producing 
the wi(hed-for Mefliah ^ and therefore the Circurrw 
fiance which is added, of her knowing no Man^ was 
very proper to be added •; that (he died with her 
Virgin Honours, and {xit an End to her Father's 
Houfe \ not that (he continued t& live a Virgin, 
which one would naturally expeft to have hsd here 
plainly exprefled, if it had been the Caie. 

There is yet one peculiar Evafion of the Evidence 
of this Sacrifice from the facred Writings, offered 
by the Author of an ufeful Paraphrafe upon feveral 
Parts of the Bible, I mean Mr. Pyk^. He tells 
OS firft, " He has fo word6d the Paflage, as to 
•* leave Room (or the Reader's Opinion on either 
*« Side of theQueftion f* thd* this I think would 
never have been found out from the following Para- 
phra(e« ** Upon his firft March Jepbtbah makes a 
** folemn Vow> to God, that if he returned vido- 
<^ rious from the Battle, he would dedicate the firft 
^ living Creature that he met at his Houfe, as an 
** Offering to his Service, making it a Burnt-facri- 
^ fice, if it were a Beaft proper and allowable for 
*• fuch Servk:e, or entirely confccrating it to his 
** Worihip, if it were of human Kind.** But this 
now is the very Diftinftion which they make, who 
oppofe the Notion of a Sacrifice, which is never ad- 
mitted by thofe who m^ntain it, and therefore not 
rcconcileable to cither Side of the Queftion. Nor 
is the Paraphrafe juft in icfclf oa feveral Accounts. 
Jepbtbah d\An<^ii2Ly J that he wodd dedicate what 
he firft met at lus Houfe, which might have been a 

* Farapiurafe on the Old Teft. Vol. III. P. 191. 
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fafcrificabte Animal, but what jfr^ C0me forth of ilm\ 
Doors of bis Houfe to iHeet bim^ which muft be a- 
rational Being capable of forming fuch a DeHgn v-*-^. 
nor did he fay^ the firft living Creature^ or wbat^ 
fbever^ but wbo/o^Vir^ confining his Vow exprefly 
to a Humah Perfon ; neither is there any incima^^ 
tion of a different Difoolal of it^ according as it was 
proper and allowable for fuch Service, but the Vow 
IS unconditional', peremptory, and abfolute. Thif 
Paraphrafe indeed, however unjuftifiable, would 
have been very confiftent in a profeffed OppoHcion to 
JepbtbaFs Sacrifice of his Daughter, but is by no 
Means reconcileabte with the proposed Neutrality iti 
the Queftion. — But -the peculiar Argument, before 
dlluded to, is added in the. Notes in the following 
Words. '* I Aall only further obf^rve, that with* 
^' out the Help of the fore-mentioned Diftinftion, 
*' we may eafijy account for the Phrafe of a Burnt* 
f * Offering with refpcdk to Jephibabh Daughter ; 'tis 
** a Phrafe very often in Scripture ufed in a figura^ 
♦' tive Senfc. And a$ Prayers and Thankfgivingp- 
^^ are called Sacrifices and Offerings, and fometimes 
5* Calves of our Lips and Holocaufls, fo there is no 
Reafon why it may not mofl ^afJly be onderftood 
thus figuratively of Perfons as well as Things/* 
This, indeed, is ftriking at the Foundation of the 
Opinion, and is like cutting the Knot, which couM 
not be Untied. Jepbtbab*% Vow, it feems, was me- 
taphorical, and the Sacrifice intended was only figu- 
rative, that is, in reality no Sacrifice at all. Sup- 
pofe therefore an Ox, or other facrificable Animal 
liad happened firfl to meet him, it might have been 
metaphorically facrificed by being employed in 
drawing Burdens, or fuCh likcUfe, for the Service of 
the Sin&uary ; and this might have been jultified 
by the Expreffions ufed in the Vow. To fupport 
this Opinicyn howeve^, it is faid, that ^ Sacrifkres 
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^and Burnt-Qfleringi is a Pfirafe* often lifed b 
^ Scripturct in a .iigam|:j^e Senfe^ and therefore 
^ them is no Rcafop why it noay not mofl: e^fily be 
^ underflood thus fig^uraciTeijr of Perfons as well at 
*< Things,** But aeither thp Principle nor Inference 
wiU hoM good upon Examination. It is not tru^^ 
^at this Term is figuratively iifed in Scripture. The 
gpoeral ExpreQion of Saarifice is fotnetimes (b ap^ 
plied, but the particul^Term of Hoiocauft or Burnt^ 
Qfiering is nchrer uied but in i£s plain litera} 
Senfe, when ibmething was oonfumed by Fire in 
%u:iifice. Our Piayers and Thankfgiviflgs are nevec 
once {o ftilod throughout the Scriptwe, as &r as I can 
find upon a firidk Enquiry ; but had the contrary 
been Crye, as here afferted, how would this have 
vs^kcned the literal Ufe of it in this Place? Why, 
^^ there is no Reafon, it is faid, why it m^y hot 
<^ mofk eafily be underAood thus figuratively of Per* 
^ ions as well as Thirds/' This, I think, is not 
exprefied with the ufual Accuracy and Perfpiciiity of 
this Author. For if by Urif^s are figuiacively meant 
AfBons and Exprefiknis of Devotion, like Prayers 
and Thankfgivings, there would be a plain Reaiba 
why the Term of Burnt-Offering could not as eafiiy 
be underftood figuradyely of Perfons as of tijefe 
Tilings ; becaufe the former were liable to bb 
confumed by Fijre, which the latter were not. Th^ce 
coiald be no JDanger, if our Devotions were (tiled 
Burnt-Offerings, • of any one's underftanding it 
in a literal Senfe. They would know, that they 
were fo ftiled, only becaufe they were offered up, 
like. Sacrifice, in Honour of God, andinTeftimo^ 
ny of our Dependance upon him •, whereas, if Per- 
fons were fo ftiled, and that not. only wheii they 
prcfented themfelyes as a living Sacrifice, which fac- 
ing an A<St of Devotion, was, for the Realbn now 
mentioned, an eafy Figure of Speech, but when 
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others are Aid to offer them up for a Burnt-Ofibing, 
tiiis woald render all Language uncertain % for, by 
the fame Conftrudion^ the fCing of Moai may be 
aoQuitced of the Imputation of Parricide, and might 
only figuratively o^r up his Son, 2 Kings iVu 27. 
But if by Things are meant any Things materia!, 
which are capable of being really burnt^ as the Fruits 
of fhe Earth, then thisExpreflion may as well be un- 
derftood figuratively of Perfons as of thefe : but the 
Truth is, it is never ufed of either. It is only fo ufed 
where it cannot be miftaken, and is never applied 
in a metaphorical Senfe; but where a literal one by 
the Nature of the Thing is excluded* 

Thefe are the principal Writers of our Nation, 
who had hitherto oppofed the Notion of j€phtb^% 
iacrificing his Daughter. There are others, whofc 
Judgment it is no eafy Matter to afcertain. The 
Authors of the Athmian Oracle have exprefly con- 
tradidcd ihemfclycs by denymg the Reality of the 
Sacrifice in one Place ♦, and in another f, not on- 
ly admitting but juftifying it. Mr. Stackbcmfe in 
his Body of Divinity t> has fummed up the Evi- 
dence againft the received Interpretation, but in his 
Hlftory of the Bible ||, has better recollcfted him- 
fdf, and allows, that the Arguments in favour of it 
do preponderate. Bifhop Patrick mentions the Diffi- 
culties attending each CcHiftrudion §, and fcarce in« 
jtimates his own Opinion in the Cafe ; and Dr. Le^ 
land** looks on it as a Point that is ever likely to 
continue undetermined.—- 1 proceed now to confider 
the Arguments of a Gentleman +t, who has lately 
unddrtaken peremptorily to determine it, whofe Per- 

♦ Vol. s. p. 377. t Vol 3. p. 93. J p. 460. 

J Vol i.p, 597. § Patrick*s Paraphrafe, Vol 2. p. i^S. 

*• Anfw. to Moral Phil» Vol. I. p» 151. ff Romainc'i 
$crm<»)9 p> z, $» 
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famaace gave Oocafion to this Review of the 
Cafe. 

And firft he fays, 1; that ^^ Jepbtbab could hot 
^ have iacrificed his Slaughter, tho' he had vowed 
^ to do it, becaufe human SacdBces were abfolute- 
<' )y forbklden by the Law of Mofes. And Jepb* 
^< tb^ knew this.*' — From any Perfon who had not 
looked into the Foundation of this Controverfy, 
one might have ezpefted this general Obiedion ; 
but one wfaoundertaKcs to prove a new Conftruftioa 
j^inft the received Interpretation, ought neither to 
have been ignorant of this, nor to have concealed 
the Knowledge of it, that this is begging the Que- 
ftion in one of the moft material Points of it Hu- 
man Sacrifices, it is allowed, were abiblutely forbid- 
den by the Law of Mofes. It was therefore unlaw- 
ful to vow them. When they were vowed,, a new 
Queftion arifes, whether the Vow itfelf was to be 
violated, or this Precept which prohibits fuch Burnt- 
Ofiering. In this Enquiry another Text is ofiered, 
whkrh requires that Perfons fo devoted, (hould not 
be redeemed, but fhould furely be put to Death. 
The Reafons of fuch a Prohibition have with fome 
Probability been affigned ; but whatever were the 
Grounds of it, fuch a Text there is in the Levitical 
Law. And even Matmontdes underftands it in this 
Senfe, * tho' he qucftions whether fuch Vows (hould 
not be confined to Heathen Slaves. However, *cis 
plain, uncontrovcrtibly plain from the Courfe of the 
Hiftory, that Jepbtbab^ either from this or fome o- 
thcr Texts, thought himfclf obliged to the Perfor- 
mance of his Vow, and afted very (incerely herein, 
according to his own Ferfwafion. He did not do 
by Choice what he knew to be wrong, but againft 
Ins own Inclination what he thought to be right. 
All thofe Interrogatories therefore, ** Would he 

* Traa. de &9am. Sc Anath, C. 6. X Pag- 3* 
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^ a6t contrary to his Kaowrledga ? Could be. ihcci 
** in Obedience to the Law, and yet difpenfe »rkh 
^ the Breach of one Duty, which Mofes had imde 
^ indifpeofable ? or what an unjuft Judge would he 
^^ be, who fhould undertake to punifh the Offences 
^^ of others, whilft he himielf was a notorious Of- 
** fender ?•* AH thefe Enquiries, I fay, are ahfo^ 
lutely foreign to the Purpofe, founded on an eotire 
Mifreprefencation of the Cafe, and proceed upon a 
Suppofition, which is contradi£ted by the plaineft 
Part of the Hiftory. Jepbtbab^ io far from being 
a wilful Offender, lamenxed that he could not cx« 
coie himfelf from the Performance of his Vow^ and 
^ith the utmoft Regret and Relu£lance proceeded 
to that which was molt unacceptable to bimfclf^ 
only becaufe he thought he could not fulfil his Du- 
ty without it. Whether this ht thought a Miiper* 
fwafion or not, yet it cleans him at leaft from all 
voluntary Traufgrefiion-, aixi that his Judgment hero- 
in was really ill founded, is not fo eafy to proiw. It 
ii allowed, however, that thefe Circumftances rather 
pmve, that he ought not to have done it, than that 
he ^d it nor. He propofes oow to rife higher, and 
obierves. 

Secondly *, that when we confider further, that 
*^ tl^ fame Spirit of the Lord was upon JepbAah 
*^ at the making his Vow, as was upon Mofes at the 
** writing of the Law, this clearly proves that he 
*' did it noL** This has been already aufwered. 
Ic b not iaid that the Spirit of the Lord was upon 
him at the Making of his Vow, but at hisipeedy 
Motions on opening the Campaign ; and fome, as I 
before obferved, fuppofe that he did not make this 
Vow, till fomeTime after in the Heat of the Batde* 
But fuppofe him under the Influence of this Spirit^ 
during the whole military Service, would it follcew, 
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thtt therelbrtf he could not do one ralh or wrong" 
Aftion during that Period? Did the Spirit ad ir« 
refiftibly, and not only ofier a co-operating Affift- 
ance, Ixit take away the Liberty of his own Mo- 
tions f Let us, however, examine the Reafonings 
on this Point : *• The Spirit of the Lord/* fays he, 
could not give one Law by Mt/^j, and another 
oppofice to it by Jepblbab.^^Hc could not, whilft 
** the firft whs ftili in Force, dired any Perfon to . 
*' tranfgrefs it,-^the infallible Spirit cannot contra<- 
** di^t itfelf,-— nor can human Sacrifices be both 
^^ lawful and unlawful at the fame Time.'* Unqoe- 
fKonably true ib far. Now then for the Inference, 
<* So that if the £ime Spirit which fpake in Mofes- 
*« direded Jepbtbab (as the Text exprefly fays he 
^< did) in making his Vow, then no doubt he did 
** not facrifice his Daughter." But as the Text ex- 
prefly fays no fuch Thing, therefore all this Reafon- 
ing likewife is foreign, and concludes nothing to the 
Purpofe. It is not fo much as faid, that the Spirit 
df the Lord was upon Jepbtbab when he made hia 
Vow ; and if it had been fo faid, this would not 
have juftified us in faying, that the Spirit of the 
Lord HreSted him to make that Vow. A Man 
might be under the Influence of a mighty Spirit 
from the Lord, to work wonderful and couragtous 
Exploits for the Benefit of his Country, and yet 
have no immediate Direftion from thence for the 
forming of his own private Refolutions. The Ho* 
ly Spirit exerts ^himfelf, and beftows his Gifts, not 
only in different Degrees but in various Kinds. To 
one is given by the Spirit the Word of Infpiratioa 
for the Inftruftion of Pofterity j co another the Gift 
of Power and Valour by the fame Spirit, for the 
prefent Service of his own Country. Thcfe, and 
many other diftinft EfFefts worketb me and tbe JeW 
^amc Spiril^ dividh^ to every ManfeveraUy as be with 
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"We cannot therefere9 from the general Exprellion 
of any one's having the Spirit, conclude that he had 
all the fame Powers and EfFe^s, which another was 
favoured with by the fame Spirit, when the Apoftle 
does fo exprefiy remark the contrary in his Obfer- 
vation on the great Diftindion of fpiritual Gifts.^ It 
does TK>t follow, that becaufe Mofes had the Spirit 
of God to enable him to di&ate Laws, and to re- 
cord them for national and perpetual Inftru£tion, 
therefore the Spirit that was upon Jepbthab muftbe 
for the fame End, to didate to him by immediate 
Inipiration, and to keep him from every Kind of 
Error. No. The one was defigned by the Spirit 
for a Lawgiver, and the other for a Commander, 
and the Effeds of the Spirit in each were fuitable to 
their rcfpeftive Funftions. This Gentleman him- 
felf has rightly obfcrved in another Place *, that 
" the Lord raifed up Jepbtbah to be their Deliverer, ' 
^^ and as it was common in fuch Cafes, during the 
'** ^ra of the Judges, the Spirit of the Lord came. 
** upon bim^ to enable him to .execute his Office." 
His Office therefore was not that of a Prophet, but 
a General, and the fpiritual Gift bellowed on him 
to that End, was not Infallibility in Religious Mat* 
ters, but Skill and Courage in Military ones ; and 
in this Senfe the Spirit of the Lord might be upon 
him at the Time he made his Vow, and yet his 
Vow itfelf might not proceed from the immediate 
Direction of the Spirit. Other Inftances were be- 
fore affigned, of Perfons of whom as much as this 
is faid, whofe whole Condudt yet was not uneaccep- 
tiohable "f, but there is a further pofitive Evidence, 

• Pag. 9. ^ 
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that this Vow of Jepbtbab was not from the Suggt- 
ftion of the Holy Spirit. Whatever was the real 
Meaning of it, it was fuch as he earneftly repented 
of, and heavily lamented at the Sight of his Daugh* 
ten Whatever Conftrudtion we put upon it, it plain- 
]y proved a raOi unhappy Engagement, aiid fuch as 
he would now have given all the Honour and per- 
fonal Fruits of his Viftory, to have rcverfed, if it 
had been poffible. But now the Spirit of God is as 
well a Spirit of Prudence as of Piety, could no more 
have diaated an improper than a wicked Vow, and 
therefore could not by immediate Infpiration have 
liiggefted an Engagement, which according to every 
Interpretation apparendy ended in his own Diftrei^ 
and the Ruin of bis Family. Had y^j^^/ivx^ known 
he had aded herein by divine Infpiration, he could 
not, he would not have bewailed with fuch paflio* 
nate Exclamations, that he was brought vtry low 
by the Iflue of his Vow, but would, according^ to 
his religious Charader, have acquiefced therein 
with the fame Reiignation as Abraham did on a like 
Occafion. Some of the Primitive Chriftians, who 
made no Doubt of the Fadt, and were at a Ijq& 
to reconcile it with the Charader of Jephtbah upon 
common Principles, put it as a pofllble Suppofiuon, 
that it might be like the Cafe of Abraham^ by di- 
>ine Diredion, to fignify typically the future Re- 
•demption of the World by Means of a Sacrifice. 
They too well underftood the Stile of the facred 
Wrirings, to ihfift from the Expreffion of the Spirit 
being upon bimy that this was actually the Cafe, but 
only offered it as a Conjefture, to which St. Augu-- 
fiine replies with great Sufficiency * ; ahd the unfor- 
tunate Event, according to every Conftmdticn, the 
Ralhnefs and Impropriety of the Vow, whatever In- 
terpretation we embrace, is fufficient to fliew^ that 
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-it came from another Original, even from his tma 

unguarded Motion. 

The third Objeftion is nPK>pe extraordinary -f*, 
*< Suppofing he had offered her up, and pretended 
«• to be direded by the Spirit of God, yet how 
*< came it to pfs, that he was never punifhed ?** 
The plain Anfwcr is, he never made any fuch Pre- 
tence, nay he exprefly difclaimed any fuch Notion, 
'fey lamenting it as a ^ wrong unhappy Vow. But if 
he had really had fuch an imn^kediate Dircflion as 
this Gentleman contends in the preceding Paragraph, 
then the Aftion would have been to be confidered 
in a very different Light, and that which wouid 
otherwife have been unlawful in itfelf in a private 
Perfon, would have been fufficiendy juftifisJ^le by 
fuch an exprefe immediate Warrant from the Giver 
-of Life and Governor of the Univerfe, as in the 
Cafe of Abraham. Suppofmg therefore that Js^ 
thab reaUy offered up his Daughter, and pretended 
to be direded by the Spirit of God, we may eafily 
account for it, why he was not puniflied, becaufe 
lie ought not to be, this divine Direftion being an 
unaTifwemble Juftification, and it is allowed by the 
•Objeftor, that it was not a Pretence only. But to 
tgive a Meaning to the Objedion, and pu^ the Di- 
Tcftionof the Spirit out of the Queftion, why was 
not he ponifhed for offering up his Daughter ?^* 
'To offer human Sacrifices was made a Capital Crime 
by the Law, and yet, '* it is not fo much as hinted, 
*' that he fuffered Death for what he did ;. nay, 
•' where does it appear, that he Was ever called to 
** an Account for it ?** I^t us try the fame Argu- 
ment in another Cafe. Idolatry was made Capital 
by the Law ; and therefore, tho* the Scripture Teems 
indeed exprefly to charge it upon feveral of their 
Princes and Governors, yet it could not be true, 
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becaufe we do not ^r^^ that they were ptmUhodi for 
it. For who had Authority to infli& ii'uniflxmenc 
upon them ? Had the People Power to call their 
Superiors to Account ? No> certainly* Paffivc O- 
bedience was unqueftionably a Dodrine of the iaw^ 
where Governors were more exprefly the Appoint* 
ment of Heaven, either by an immediate divine 
Defignacion, or by the Teftimony of the Spirit fc- 
conding the Choice of the People. But, fays this 
Gentleman, " There was fomething fo particular in 
" the Offenciy in the Perfon of the Offender^ and 
" in the Time wbtn he offended, that then the 
" JfW}^ State- ought not to have overlooked it.'^ 
•From cugbt not to did not, is a very remote Ift- 
fcrence, tho* we fcould grant all the Premifles ; but 
tho* I very readily allow, that there was Ibmething 
^particular in all thefe Circumftances here mentioned, 
yet it was fuch, as I fhall (hew, as will deftroy any 
Notioft of his fuffcring Punifhmcnt for the Fadt. 
What is particular in the Offence is, that it was no 
wiJfal Offence in him, but fuch as was founded on 
his own firtcere Perfoafion, that he was obliged to 
-execotc it. Aggravate the Notion of a human Sa- 
-crificG as much and as juftly as you will, *cis plain 
his thought it a lefs Evil than Perjury, and was of 
Ppinfon, that no Pfca could abfolve him from the 
Ptrformance of his Vow. / have opened tny MouA 
' UMi9 the Lm-d and I cannot go back^ was his Argu- 
ment ; and if we think his Conlcicnce was miidi- 
fefted herein, yet fince he afted faithfully accord- 
ing to it, the hcaivieft Imputation we can lay upon 
it is, that it was a rafti Adion of a miltakcn, tho' 
well meaning Man. If this has often been repeat- 
ed, the Reptrtition of fuch Arguments, which lup- 
pofe the contrary, has niade ic ncceflary. There is 
not an Ol^cftion thut this Gentleman has urged, 
which decs nof imply j€fhtbab\ being wilfully 
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guilty of a known horrid fcandalocis Crinie, where^ 
as the Scripture represents him in ihp greateft Diftrefs 
on the Occafion, affliding himfelf heavily to find 
his Duty inconfiftent, as he thought at leaft, with 
the Prefervation of hb Daughter, and pcrfifting fi- 
nally in his Refolution to fulfil what he efteemed his 
indifpenfable Obligation, tho' at the Expence of that 
which was the greateft Comfort of his present Life. 
It is an unaccountable Difregard to this Reprefen* 
tation of the facred Hiftory, to proceed in 'a Series 
of Arguments, which are founded on the contrary 
Suppofition, and to call for Vengeance on a poor 
unhappy Man, who had already fufficiently diftrefled 
himfelf to fulfil what he thought his bounden Duty. 
It had been hard Meafure indeed, to have punifhed 
himfelf fo fcverely as he did, to fulfil his Vow, and 
then to have fallen under publick Punifliment from 
others, for having a^ed according to his Conlcience 
at the Expence of his own Comfort and his Daugh- 
ter's Life. But " there was fomething particular 
" likewife in the Perfon of the Offender." There 
was fo, if he muft flill be ftiled fuch -, for he was 
by original Contradb, confirmed by the Gift of the 
Spirit, their Head and Governor, and therefore not 
liable to be controuled or puniihed by the People. 
The High Pricft and great Council had indeed the 
Cognizance of ecclefiaftical Matters, but had no co- 
ercive Power over the Perfon of their Judge. 
There was farther fomething particular in the 
Tirne when he offended." This again may be 
allowed, for it was a Time of great and general 
Corruption, as the Scripture exprefly tells us, when 
there was little Difpofition in the People, if they 
had had the Power, to have exerted themfelves in 
the Caufe of Virtue, and to have punifhed the Hip- 
pofed Mifconduft of their General and Governor.— 
The next Argument under this Head rifes ftill higher. 
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" (jfbd who then prefided over the Jewifli StatCi was 
** in Equity bound not to fparc fuch an Ofiender/* 
This again fuppofes, contrary to plain Evidence, 
that he was a wilful prcfumptuons Offender^ and it 
is in itfelf a dangerous, and to fpcak the foftefl*, a very 
unguarded Principle. God Almighty is not bound 
by our Opinions, but has wife and gracious Ends 
to fcrve 1)y every Difpenfation, whether we difcera 
them or- not. To argue againft Faft in any Cafe, 
is to make ourfclves wifer than him who made us^ 
in whofe all-comprehenfive View every Part bears 
feme Relation to the whole, and may be equitable 
in that Light, which our narrow Capacities cannot 
judge of 5 however, in this and fuch like Cafes the 
Belief of a future State puts an End to all Appearance 
of Difficulty, and would fdvc much greater Ex- 
ceptions. It is true indeed, that in the Time we 
are faking of, their Duty was enforced by tem- 
poral Rewards and Puniihments, by Promifes of 
of Profperity and Succefs upon Obedience, and of 
immediate Vengeance upon Tranfgreflion. But 
this held invariably only in their national, not always 
in their perfonal Capacity. The Jcwiih State ever 
flouriflied in Proportion to their publick Virtues, 
profpered in their Difcharge of their Duty to God 
and to each other, and as ibon declined upon the 
Progrefs of Idolatry and Immorality. But even 
here particular Perfons, though wicked, enjoyed 
the Benefit of the publick Profperity, and others 
who were themfclves righteous, fufFered in the com- 
mon Calamity ; nor could it be otherwife in the 
Cafes of Famine, Peftilencc and Captivity, without 
a continued Series of Miracles. An exaft Diftribu- 
tion of Rewards and Penalties according to the 
Merits of each fingle Perfon, was not obferved 
even amongft them, and though Cafes of Excep ^ 
tion were more rare with them than under any 
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Other Difpenfacion, they were however frequent 
enough to raife the Obfervation of the inipired 
Writers, and to convince all thinking Men, if 
there had been no other Argument^ of the Cer- 
tainty of a future State. We cannot therefore in- 
fer, that though Jepbtbab had been guilty of the 
moft heinous Offence, he muft have been followed 
by immediate Vengeance from Heaven, or ac- 
cording to a bolder Expreffion, that ** God was 
bound not to fpare him," fince he might make 
him the Inftrument of his Providence in his 
merciful Deligns towards others, and yet call himi 
to a fevere Account hereafter for his own perfonal 
Tranlgreffions. Several of the fucceeding Princes 
of I/rael, who were Idolaters, died in Peade, which 
is a very convincing Proof of this Obfervation.— 
It may however be added, that a little Reading 
on this Subjeft might have prevented this Objeftion, 
fince there was a Tradition amongft the Jews be- 
forementioned, which, feveral Authors have taken 
notice oF, that he was really puniihed judicially by 
Heaven for this Tranfiiftion* 
. The next Objeftion advanced is, • that *' the 
" Nature of this Aftion was certainly immoral, and 
" fuch therefore as Jepbtbab did not.*' This is 
little different, but in Words, from the firft Ob- 
jeftion, and the fame Anfwer in Subftance may be 
returned. It is allowed that it was immoral to offer 
a human Sacrifice, but it was immoral likewife to 
violate by Peijury aPromife folemnly made to God ; 
and in this unhappy Dilemma, which a raih Vow 
had brought him into, he thought the former the 
lefs Evil of the two, and afted accordingly. — But 
here the Tcftimony of the Author of the Epiftle to 
the Hebrews is intrc^duced to prove that he could 
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not be guilty of any fuch Adtion at all. » A Com- 
mendation by an inipired Writer is thought to ex* 
elude any fuch poffible Imputation. The Anfwer is 
cafy,and has been before affigned, that a general good 
Charader does not imply an Immunity from every 
fingle Fault or Error ; and Jepbtbab might be 
numbred amongft the Worthies, who through Faith 
did Wonders for the Benefit of his Country, though 
he might be faulty in one Particular, as fcveral 
otaers were, who are there joined with him.— 
But this Anfwer does not fatisfy here. " For the 
«* mod confidcrableCircumftancc," he fays, *' in the 
" Life of this eminent Judge was the Hiftory be- 
" fore us. This was the moft material Aftion re- 
" corded of him in Scripture, and which placed his 
^^ CharaAer in the moft confpicuous Light. Now 
SuPaul could not form a Judgment of his Life ahd 
Charafter without confidering this his principal 
" Tranfaftion ;" and again, " the principal Point 
" of View in which St. Paul confidcrcd b'm, that 
" indeed, which gives us the ftrongeft Proof of his 
" Faith, was the making" his Vow." — But St. Paul 
fays not a Word of this Matter, but only names 
him in a Catalogue of many Worthies^ who had 
been the great Champions and fuccefsful Leaders of 
the Children of Ifrael. The principal Point, which 
introduced the Mention oi Jepbtbab on thisOccafion, 
jwas undoubtedly his Deliverance of his People from 
the Ammonites^ his generous Undertaking, coura- 
geous Conducting and triumphant Concluding the 
War againft that Nation. In the Progrefs and 
'Confummation of that Undertaking, his Vow was 
only an incidental Circumftance, and had it been 
never fo blameable, , he might notwithftanding have 
•deferved all the Applaufe that is here given him as 
a caretul and faithful General. — But fuppofe farther, 
that the Vow had been the principal Point in View, 
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there was enough which was commendable even in 
that, to warrant the general Character, which is here 
gi^en him as faithful. It was well meant, and in- 
tended as a religious Ad to the Honour of God, 
however erroneous it might be in the Subjeft-Matter 
of it. And though I am very far from the Opi- 
nion, that a good Intention fets all Notions and 
Praftices on a Level, yet we muft allow it to be a 
Circumflance in itfelfof great Value, which recom- 
mends the miftaken Devotee to a great Degree of our 
Compafiion and Tendernefs. St. Paul^ who had him- 
felf received Mercy^ becaufe what be bad done wrongs 
was done ignoranlty through Unbeliefs knew how to 
diftinguifh betwixt the Nature of an Adtion in itfelf, 
and the Mind wherewith it was performed, and 
might well commend a fincere Regard to Religion, 
which will regulate the general Courfe of a Man's « 
Life, though being mifguided, it may betray him 
into fomc wrong Particulars. Now Rafhnels is a 
kind of temporary Ignorance ; it blinds the Un* 
derflanding lov that Inftant ; and fometimes leads a 
good Man in his beftDefigns into unjuftifiableAdions. 
Jephtbah intended an extraordinary Teftimony of 
his Gratitude and Thankfulnefs to his Maker for his 
Deliverance, which was fo far commendable, whe- 
ther the Inftahce in which he propofed to exprefs 
it, will bear Examination or not. If he did not 
give himfelf Time to think on fo weighty a Subjedt, 
he was undoubtedly guilty of Raflinefs ; if he thought 
that Precept in Lev. would authorize him to de- 
vote one of his own Family, he miftook, as is ge- 
nerally fuppofed, the Intent of it ; but on neitha- 
Suppofition did he wilfully do a wrong Thing, but 
intended the Glory of God, the Governor of the 
Univerfe, and Proteftor of that particular People. 
— Farther yet, fuppofe the making of the Vow 
never fo inexcufable, the Execution of it was a very 
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djftinft and a very principal Point, * And on th» 
Account* as I before obferved* fome of the Fathers 
did believe that St. Paul celebrated him for this 
irery Particular. For what could be a ftronger In- 
(lance or Proof of his Fidelity, than Compliance 
with what he thought his Duty in fuch a Cafe as 
this ? Any Perfon almoft but Jephthab would have 
found out fome Excufe for the Non-perfornunce of 
his Vow, efpecially where fo much might plaufibly 
be laid, that the Reafons, which might have been 
pleaded for his Difpenfation, are brought as pofuive 
Arguments againft the Fact. But Jephthab thought 
his Duty to God was concerned, which is the firfl 
and great Commandment, and that any other, 
which unhappily feemed to interfere with it, muft 
be difregarded ; and on this Principle gave up all 
his prefent Comfort and future Hopes of Pofterity, 
rather than be found difobedient to his Maker. 
No other fuch heroick Inftance of Obedience is to 
be met with in Hiftory, except that oi Abraham 
before mentioned ', and though it is allowed, that 
he had an exprefs Divine Direction for what he did, 
which Jephthab had not, yec fmce both thought 
tbemfelves obliged to fuch a Sacrifice, they were 
according to their Pcrfwafion equally praife-worthy 
in fuch a noble Inftance of Refolution and Religna- 
tion. Jephthab pretended not to an immediate 
Revelation, but thought the Letter of the written 
law (which contained an original Revelation) re- 
quired it of him, and therefore facrificed his own 
Peace and Joy, and bis own innocent Offspring, 

* Verantamen etiam hie ejus Error habet aliquam Laudem 
Fldei, qua Deum timult ut quod voverat, redderet, nee divini in 
ie Judicii Sententiam declinavit, five fperans Deum prohibi- 
tarum, ficat fecit Abrahas, five ejus voluntatem etiam non pro- 
hibeotis intelle^am facere potius quam contemnere ftatuens. 
Auguftin* ibid. 
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rather than violate his Promife to his God. Nor is 
it undeferving of Obfervation, which has been re- 
marked by others, that probably the Hiftory of 
Abraham niight Icffen the Horror of the Fad to 
him, which however, according to his own Notion, 
was binding on him; and his pundual Difch^rge 
of it, though fo unacceptable and grievous to himfclf, 
was an eminent Proof of his Fidelity and Integrity; 

The next Qaeftion intended as an Objeftion * is 
nothing more than a Prefumption contrary to the 
plain Evidence of the Faft, " Can it be fuppofed 
*' but that Jepbthah would word his Vow with fo 
** much Caution, as not to be obliged by it to do an 
** immortal Aftion?'* Whatever might have been 
fuppofed, before we had read the Scripture Account, 
it is plain he was not fo cautious as he fhould have 
been, and fuch a Prefumption in his Favour can 
be of no Force, when the Hiftbry clearly afTures us, 
that he did make fuch a Vow. The Immorality 
of it has been before confidered : The Point is 
here put upon Jephthah^s Caution. " There are 
ftill extant, we are told. Proofs enough of his 
great Abilities as well as Faith, which clearly 
evince that he was far from being either rafh 
or weak, and yet he muft have been both to a 
very great Degree, if he could firft have vowed 
" to have facrificed his Daughter, or afterwards 
" thought himfelf obliged to do it, becaufe God 
*' had given him Succefs." Very decifive and 
peremptory. — As to Jephlhab^s, Abilities, I am not 
difpofed to queftion them ; but that therefore he 
could not do a rafh Thing, is a Confequence by no 
Means neceffary, and which in this Cafe is difproved 
by every Interpretation of the Faft. Raflinefs, 
eipecially in a Hngle Inftance, is an Error fometimes 
incident to good Men — and even to wife ones too, 
and it may be difficult to aflign a Character fo un* 
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exoqpti6nabIe as throughout a whole Life, to hav^ 
no fuch Charge on it. But in this Inftahce *cis 
plain that Jepbthah^s Vow, whatever it was, was 
rafh, for he Jived to lament it, which is Demon- 
ftration that ic was not worded with fo much Caution 
as is fuppofed. * As to his being ". weak to a very 
** great Degree, if he thought himfelf afterwards 
" obliged to do it, becaufe God had given him 
" Succcfs,** I anfwer, he was not fo weak as to 
determine the Queftion, by confidering only one 
Side of it, without taking the leaft Notice of th«s 
other, I have fo good a Notion of Jepbibab*s 
Abilities, that I am periwaded he knew much more 
than thofe, who are fo ready to cenfure him ; that 
he took into View the Difficulties on both Sides, the 
Immorality of the Sacrifice, and the Heinoufnefs of 
Peijury, and formed his Judgment upon the greater 
fuppofed Malignity of the latter. Whether his 
Judgment be upon the whole to be approved or 
not, yet the Grounds of it were very ftrong in 
Appearance; and the Charge of Raflincfs and 
Weaknefs will fall on thofe who have omitted in 
their Account, thofe very material Confiderations, 
which made this a Point of Cafuiftry, and induced 
this good Man to think himfelf obliged to fulfil 
his Vow, even by offering up his Daughter. It is 
added, '* In either of thefe RefpeAs he moft have 
** afted out of Charadler ; in the firft without his 
*' ufual Prudence for which he is commended, in 
^* the latter without his Faith for which he is ce- 
*' lebrated." The Commendation of his Faith has 
been already confidered and explained, and (hewn 
not to.be inconfiftent with the received Notion of 

* Neque nnqaam adducar ut credam non incaute Principem 
promifiiTe Jephthe^ cam et ipfum Voti pasnituerit fui, poilqaam 
Filia occiirrit fibi» Amhrof^ de Officiis, Lib. III. c. 12. vol. II. 
P. 38. 
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this Faft, t)ut there is not the ica|l Authority ibr 
the other Part of this Obfervation. I know of no 
Pjaffage, where Jephthah is commended for his 
Prudence. He is faid indeed xo\^ a mighLy Man 
cf Valour^ but Skill and Dexterity in military Affairs 
are fomething very diftinft frotp Difcrction and 
Ci^ution in the Condudt of religious Vows. His 
Charafter was that of a good Warrior, ^nd it w^ 
not ading cue of that Charafter to fail in another 
point, which related merely to Cohfcience : And 
though it i$ allowed farther, that he wasagood, 
a fincere and religious Perfon, yet a Iingle Inftance 
of Rafhnefs and Error, not of wilful Tranfgreflion, 
will by no means difprove that Charafter. 

The concluding Objeftion is ftil! the moft extra* 
ordinary. '* * Whatever jephthah was, yet God is 
*' perfeft, and how Ihall we vindicate the Divine 
*' rerfcftions, if he gave Succefs to thofe Mcans^ 
*' which led direflly to an immor;^! tnd?** Why^ 
we mufti^indicate therij in the faitie manner, as in 
other Inftances, wherein his Providence fuffers Men 
not merely under an Error, but in defigned Schemes 
of Wickednefe, to triumph and profper, and not 
prefume to call the Succefs that he allows them, a 
Countenancing of their immoral Aftions. If we will 
enter on fuch Subjefts, it ought to be in the de- 
cent and humble Stile of the ?T0^htt Jeremiah xii. i\ 
Jiighteous art thou^ Lord^ when I deal with tbee^ 
yet let me talk with thee of thy Judgments ; wherefen 
doth the Way of the Wicked proffer^ wherefore are all 
they happy that deal very treacheroujly ? The Fa6t, 
the Hotly Prophet could not difpute, but propofes 
with Modefty to enquire into the Reafons of it. 
He did* not take it for granted, that all Aftions 
which were profpered, were therefore juftified by^ 
the Countenance of God % he faw and knew rl^ 

• P- 7- 

contrary} . 



[ 105 ] 
contrary ; and though he feemed 9t firft at a lofs 
to account for it, he begs Leave to look into th^ 
Grounds of fuch a Difpenfation. But vmder our 
fuperior Light, one would think this ihould be no 
Difficulty, and that we ihould not be at a Lof^ to 
vindicate the Divine Pcrfeftions, in giving Succefs 
to thofe Means, wbicl^ are fupp9fed to lead dircftly 
to an immoral End j or to interpret that Succels 
as an Approbation of thofe Me^ns. There are 
many Inftances in Sacred Hiftory, and many more 
in Prophane, of Perfons, who have profpered in 
the midft of their Wjckednefs, and made their Im» 
moralities inftrumental to their Profperity. And 
what Difficulty in all this, to thofe who believe a 
future State, where an equal Rccompence will 
finally be afiigned to all ? There are indeed other 
Confiderations even of prefcnt Concernment, which 
take off much of the Weight of this Difficulty^ 
The fuccefsful Event of War is rather a national 
than a perfona! Bleffing, and a bad Man may ii) 
this Refpeft be made the Inftrument of Profperity 
to a righteous Nation. Again, thefe Events arc 
only to be judged of by their final Conclufion, and 
a prefent Succefs often happens to be only the Path 
to more effeftual Ruin in the End ; which was the 
principal Confideration, with which Jeremiah clears 
his Enquiry in the Conclufion of the forementioned 
Chapter: And it is obfervable to this Purpofe, 
that though the People reaped the Benefit of the 
Deliverance wrought by Jepbthab for them againft 
the Ammonites^ yet he himfelf was diftreffed by 
this very Succefs, and his rafti Vow fufficiently 
punifced by his Obligation to the Completion of 
It, — What is further offered in Illuftration of this 
Objedion coincides with fome of the former Ob- 
jcftions, and has been ^1 ready anfwered. " The 
♦* Spirit of God was upon Jepkbab when he made 
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** his Vow/* ^ In what Scnfe this is true, has bcea 
fliewn before, but not as immediately infpiring and 
direfting it, on which alone the Force of this Dif- 
ficulty depends. — *' The Hand of God enabled 
*' him to fucceed," which is very readily allowed. 
— ** And it was this Succefs, which obliged him 
" to perform his Vow." This may likewile be ad- 
mitted, though here urged, I fuppofe, only as Ar- 
gumentum ad Hotninem^ and not as the real Opinion 
of the Objcdor. — " In thefe Inftanccs he was cer- 
tainly under the Divine Guidance." This I ab- 
folutcly deny, in the Firft of thefe, which is the 
main Point of all, the contrary having been plainly 
proved, and therefore to the next Queftion I anfwer 
m the negative ; *' Was it of God that he vowed 
to facrifice his Daughter ?** No it was not. It \^as 
a ra(h inconfiderate Vow, which moft probably he 
never thought would reach his Daughter, and which, 
with Regard to any other Pcrfon, was at beft quefti- 
onable. But the other Part of the Interrogation re- 
quires more Diftinftion. " Or could God in any 
*' Senfe be the Means of fuch a Sacrifice? 'Tis 
oddly exprefled, but in any Meaning of it may be 
readily anfwered. God might grant Succels to 
yepbtbabxn his military Undertakings, notwithftand- 
ing be had vowed, that in Cafe of fuch Succefe he 
would offer up the firft Perfon he met with. Lay 
the worft Iniputation on fuch a Vow, the Fault 
was wholly in the Perfon who made ir, and no way 
concerned the Conduft of Providence, which was 
not obliged to alter its intended Courfe of giving 
Viftory to Ifrael^ left their Commander fhould 
think himfelf bound to offer a human Sacrifice. 
God was no more the Means of fuch a Sacrifice^ than 
of any other Event, which he does not think fit 
to prevent by a particular Interpofition. He over- 
rules the Follies, the Faults, .and even Vices of 
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Manldnd to ferve his own wife Dtffigns, 'and is not 
bound, if they engage in wrong Purfuits, to change 
his intended Scheme, to prevent their Completion 
of i hem. The Cafe was plainly this — God had 
raifed up Jepbtbab to be a Deliverer of his People, 
dcfigning by him to give Viftory to his People, 
in Purfuit whereof he enters voluntarily into this 
Engagement on Condition of Succels, which fome 
think was wicked, others ra(h and inconiiderate, 
whilft there are not wanting, who are of Opinion, 
that it was excufeable at lead, if not juiliBable in 
his Situation, from a particular Precept which has 
been mentioned. But whatever Interpretation is 
put upon it, was God obliged to alter his Defign, 
deferi his People, and fufFer them to be defeated, 
fcft he ihould be thought acceffary to a wrong En- 
gagement of their Governor ? or was the Succeft 
he afforded a Teftimony of his Approbation of every 
Step that was taken in it ? It may as well be argued 
to countenance all the Pradices of thofe vain Men^ 
which the Beginning of the Chapter tells us, were 
joined to Jephibab^ as to countenance his Vow, 
fince all partook of the Benefit of the Victory 
over the Ammonites — But " it was this Succefs 
*• which obliged him to perform the Vow.** *Tis 
true this Event was the Condition on which he had 
promifcd co offer up the firft Perfon who met him, 
but did this therefore authorize his doing fo, or 
fliew the Divine Approbation of it ? His Vidory, 
conGdered in itfelf, obliged him to no fuch Return. 
If it was now at all binding, it was merely by virtue 
of fuch a Vow, which muft bear all the Blame and 
Cenfure of it, and not a Providential Event, which 
was defigned for other Purpofes. Unlefs therefore 
the Counfels of Heaven are to be changed by the 
vain Purpofes of Men •, unlefs God is bound to pro- 
vide, by a particular Interpofition, that Vows which 
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2ffC wrong in the Begbning, may not beconie Unding 

in the End, (in which Cafe St. Paul ought to, h»vc 
been delivered 'vnto the Hands of the Jews^ who had 
fwom his Death, that they might not think then^- 
fclves obliged to deftroy themfelves by Abftinence) 
wc cannot infer the Divine Approbation of his reli- 
gioys Eng2tg,t^\cl\K from the Event of his. milil^Fy 
Conduft i or that God did countenance Jepbtbdh^^ 
Vow by giving him Succefs, efpecially when that 
very Succefe, as before obfervcd, led him to the 
greateft Diftrefs and AiSlictiQn. 

Thefeare the Arguments whigh wer? fclefted, it 
f^ems, out of m^ny, to fhew that the Account com- 
monly given is not rational, &r. I apprehend it 
will appear from this Examination pf them, that the 
Account commonly given, either was not known> 
f>r not judly reprefented ; and that ic may yet (land, 
Dotwithftanding all that \% here advanced againit it. 
The next Step is ftill more confiderable, to " prove 
*^ from the Hiftqry itfelf that he did not facrifico 
*' his Daughter/' 

I might, in Anfwer to what is fu^efted under thi^ 
Head, refer to the foregoing Remarks on the Hiftor^ 
in which all thefe Exceptions have been obviatied ; 
but I (hall very briefly review them, becajuie they 
are (tiled, " Sound Arguments, and fqch as the 
** Author trufts will appear fatisfaftory to every 
" one/' 

The firft * is taken from the Silence of the Hifto- 
ry, which would be fufHciently convincing, if it 
could be proved. But it is hardly poimble to u& 
more exprefs Words than are ufed m the Hiftory 
upon this Occafion. He did with her according ia 
his Vow^ and bis Vow was, that whatever be mei 
Jhould he the Lories ^ snd be wpuld offer it up for a 
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Bumt-Ojffiftng. No^ lays Mr. R. The Vow wasi 
** Either ic Aould be the Lord's^ «r he would offer 
•* it up for a Burnt-Offering/* "Should we not 
now expeA fome good Authority for inferting the 
firft disjunftive Panicle, either? Had the Vow been fo 
cxprefled, this would have been a good Reafon for 
rendering the Particle ^ as a Disjunctive likewife. 
But there is no Pretence for any fuch Infertion. The 
Words are exprefly, ** Itjhall be the Lord^s^^ with- 
out any fuch Particle prefixed, that might be ren- 
dered titber. However, that which is here betwixt 
the Sentences, it b contended, fignifies ^, which 
makes the Senfe of the Vow disjunftive. — That it 
may fbmetimes fo fignify, is allowed ; that it ufu- 
ally does fo, is denied ; and that it cannot have this 
^Signification here, has been (hewn from the Context 
and the whole Courfe of the Hiftory, and may be 
paTticularly from what thi^ Gentleman has offered 
to fbj^rt the contrary. *' It is certain, fays he, 
" thefe two Things were diftind: Though every 
Thing facriRced was dedicated to die Lord, yet 
every Thing dedicated to the Lord was not facri- 
ficed.*' Very true 5 and therefore there was par- 
ticular Reafon to ufe and uoderfland this Particle as 
a Copulative, to exprels the particular Manner in 
whicn this Thing or Perfpn was to be dedicated : 
ItJbaU be the Lord^s^ and / will offer it up \ which 
has a regular Connexion and Meaning ; whereas a 
Disjunftive fpoils the Senfe, and makes it fignify, 
as before obferved, itjhallbe holy^ or itjhall be hofyi 
for Sacrifice, he allows, was one Method of Dedica- 
tion. This is therefore a plain Reafon for varying 
from his other Aflertion, that " no one can objeft 
*' to this Particle being interpreted or in this Place, 
" where the whole Hiflory fixes it to this Senfe ;** 
whereas I objcft to it for thefc Reaibns, that the 
whole Hiftory^ in all its Circumftances, fixes it other- 
wife 5 
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wife ; that it is an unufual Senfc of the Word itfejH^; 
that it renders the Senfe of the Vow incohe- 
rent and inconffllent ; and that all Tranflators have 
unanimoudy underftood it otherwife^ fuch as the 
Greeks Latin^ IlaliMy French^ and all the feveral 
oriental Verfions. 

T he fecond Obje6tion under this Head ♦ is nothing 
more than a Repetition of the Unlawfulnefs of the 
Faft, with a Reference to the Law in Lev. xxvii. 
which prefcribed a Ranfom in fuch a Cafe, which is 
recommended to be carefully confidered. I have 
examined it with Care, and find it relates to thofe 
who were vowed as a living Service to the Ufes of 
the Temple or the Priefts ; which Service was to be 
commuted for a valuable Gonfideration ; whereas, 
by a parucular Law in the very fame Chapter, thofe 
who were devoted, or vowed to Deftruftion as iq 
Sacrifice, were not to be redeemed, but were furely 
to be put to Death ; which, in Return, I recommend 
to be carefully confidered. 

The third Obfervatipn founds as more material. 
He propofes to (hew-f*, that *' She was ialive after 
*' her Father had fulfilled his Vow,** which would 
be much to the Purpofe. But the Proof is, that ic 
is faid, thai ber Faiber did witb ber according to bis 
Vow. And Jhe knew no Man. " But when ? fays 
** he. After (he was facrificed ? No. This Re- 
^' mark would have been abfurd, when (he was 
*' dead.** Mod certainly. So abfurd that no one 
would have thought of it. But at the Time of her 
Death the Remark was very proper and juft, as an 
Aggravation of the Dlftrefs, that (he departed out 
of Life a Virgin. This was the Circumftance flic 
had bewailed, and her Lamentation was not falfe or 
hypocritical. There is no Intimation of her remain- 
ing a Virgin after the Completion of her Father's 
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Vow. This Particle at lead is copulative, and 
makes the Sentence entire. Her Father did with 
her according to bis Vow. Andjhe knew no Man : that 
is, he facrificcd her, whilfl: (he was ftill a Virgin. 
Thofe iignificant Enquiries therefore — • *' Can 
" any thing be more plain or felf-evident, than 
•* that ihe who remained a Virgin^ was alfo alive ? 
" Could (he with any Propriety be faid to be t|ie 
*' one, without being the other ? (jfc.'* depend on a 
Point, which remains ftill to be proved, and for 
which there is not the leaft Foundation or Intima- 
tion in the Text ailed ged. 

The two remaining Obfervations may be confi- 
dered together, being fo clofely allied *, that " the 
Daughters of I/rael went yearly to make her Vifits 
and PrefentSy and that fhe received them ;** from 
whence it is ftrongly inferred, that llie muft then be 
living. But this again is taking for granted the ve- 
ry Point to be proved, by putting arbitrarily a new 
Scnfc on the Word, in Oppofition to all preceding 
Writers, whether they favoured the Notion of a 
Sacrifice or not. We are firft told, that the Word 
may fignify to make PrefentSy and then we are pofi- 
tively afiured, that this is , the Significadon of the 
Word in this Place, which is one of thofe found 
Arguments, which is to appear iatisfadory to every 
one. I have before remarked on this Aflcrtion, 
and produced the Authority of Mr. Leigh againft it, 
whofd Opinion in the Cafe of Jepbthah would have 
led him to have efpoiifed thisSenfe of the Word, if 
he had thought it would'bear it. But he obfervcs in 
this Inftance, what is otcen to be obferved in others, 
that the Conjugation varies the Senfe, and that as 
it is^here ufed in Pihel^ it moft properly fignifies, 
as the LXX. render it, to lament, though it may 
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likewrfe mean to difctmrfe^ but admits of no other 
Scnfe.-— Tht only Appearance of ah Argument here 
produced, is, that ** the Plafticte following the 
** Verb does denote the Dative Cafe, /^, and hot 
" that only, but frequently expreffcs fomethirig far- 
" ther, Gfc.** This again is exprcfly contradiAed 
by Grotius^ to whom I before referred ; and his Tefti- 
niony herein is of the mofe Weight, becaufe he was 
one of the principal and moft acute Oppofers of th6 
received Notion. — The plain Anfwer is. That a pof- 
fibljS Senfe of the Word is not to be received againft 
a fixed and eftablifhed one, without plain Neceflity, 
much more when the other ft^nds confirmed by eve- 
ry Verfion yet extant, and the united Teftimonics 
of Friends and l^nemies to the main Point difpuccd. 
The Vows of Agamemnon and Idomeneus are then 
inentioned by Way of Illuftration ♦, and he fays^ 
' *Tis likely the Tradition of her being favcd was 
** the Foundation of their Hiftory being fo repre- 
** fcnted." I have before fhewn that Tradition lay 
diredlly the other Way, and that it muft indeed 
do fo, becaufe the Hiftory is exprefe for the Com- 
pletion of it. Either therefore Jephthah meant on- 
inally to vow a human Sacrifice, or he did not : 
f he did not, their Hiftories could not be derived 
from his, but were entirely different and diftindt: 
If he did, the Confequence is certain, that ihe was 
j&crificed ; for the Text is exprefs, that be did with 
her according to bis Vow. 

It is added, *' What tends ftrongly to confirm 
^* the Opinion that thefe Hiftofior were derived 
** from Jepblbab's Vow, is an Inftance of the fame 
*' Sort of Prefents being oflfered to certain Reclufes 
" in the Heathen World, and it will be very diffi- 
*' cult to aflign any fatisfaftory Reafons for the Ori- 
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** gin of fuch a Ceremony, unlels wc trace it jip to 
** the Days of Jepbibab.'^ I Ihould think, on the 
Contrary, that it would be the firft Thing, which 
CohfipaflSon and natural Tcndernefs to Pcrfons in 
fuch a Situation would fuggeft. We (hould of 
courfe defirc to contribute fomcthing to the Comfort 
of thofe who were under fuch an unnatural Confine- 
ment, and to fweeten and alleviate, as far as we are 
able, by fuch kinds of Offerings, the Inconvenience 
and Diftreffes of a reclufe Life, whereby they arc 
difabled from affifting themfelves. This is a much 
more eafy and probable Account of fuch a Cuftom, 
than by deducing it from the Imitation of fo early * 
fuppofed Inftance : for that the Pradkice of dedi- 
cating Reclufes ihould, as this Gentleman thinks ic 
muft, have had its Original from hence ; that Hea- 
thens fhould derive this Cuftom from Jephihab^ 
and the Jews his own People (hould never in a fingle 
Inftance copy after it, appears to me utterly unac- 
countable. 

Having thus reprefented and examined all the 
Objeftions which have been offered by different 
Perfons againft the Notion of Jephtbab^s Sacrifice of 
his Daughter, I am now in my Turn to fhew what 
Objedtions the other Opinion is liable to, befides the 
pofitive Proofs which have been brought in Support 
of this* 

Thofe then who are unwilling to fuppofe that 
Jepbtbab really offered up his Daughter as a Burnt> 
Offering, have taken Occafion from the Mention of 
her bewailing ber Virginiiy^ to interpret the Vow to 
this only Meaning, and to conclude that fhe was de- 
dicated to the Lord as a Virgin, and fo continued a 
Reclufc all the Remainder of her Life. The firft 
Qjcflion then refulcing from hence naturally would 
be, Was then a Virgin-flate holy unto the Lord ? 
Wasthia a more fandified Condition tha:a that of 
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l^iwful Matrimony ? The Members of the Romi/b 
(Church would, we know^ readily anfwer in the affir-t 
mative, which was the very Rcafon why they fo 
greedily enibraced this Opinion as foon as it wa$ 
Karced by fotpc lingular Robbies, But I am not at 
prefent argiiing againft them, who have an Intereft 
to ferve in the Determination of the prefent Sut^ef):^ 
(put againft ibme learned Proteftants, who avow the 
^me Notion a^ we do, of a iingle State, however 
inconfiftent with their Opinion of JepbthaV% dedi- 
cating his Daughter to it. It is not neceflary there- 
fore here to go throi^h the Controversy concerning 
Celibacy. Whatever fome hav« ferioufly main* 
tained concerning the fuperior Excellency of a Vir- 
gin-ftate, or others have ludicroufly inferred froo^ 
ibme Paflages in St, TauP^ Epiftles, yet wc npay ob- 
ferve, that if the Proof of it drawn from the evan- 
gelical Writers was more clear and decifive,! dill 
thi^ wQul^ not afFe<^ the State of the Queftion under 
the Law, where the Notion was certainly diflfcrent ; — 
wd we may pb&rve farther, that what St, Paul had 
advanced on this Subject is e}(preQy diftinguifhe4 
to be only bis own private Opinion, and not the Doc- 
trine of the Gofpel^*— and likewife that ever^ this 
Opinion of his was occa.fioaal» awing to the pecul^r 
Exig^nce^of that Se^ibn, and exprefly declared to be 
fo by himfelf. He only fays, // is good for the 
frefent Diftnfsfo to be. It was not a, Time, i«ihen 
Perfecutions wereraifcd, and the ProfefBon of thck 
Religbn was as much as their Lives were worth, lO 
enter into tbofe Engagements, which would fet a high- 
er Value on theBleffings of Life, and by enqreafing 
and improving their Satis tactions, might the rather 
tempt them, to preferve tbem at the Expence of their 
Confcience ; and every wife and good Man would, 
I think, in the fame Situation be of the iame Opi- 

niont though (he Foundation of it concludes indc^ 
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to die Honour of the Marrimonial State. However, 
this Point need not here be difputcd ; the Tcftiitiony 
of the Gendcnnan laft mentioned, is very full t6 the 
Purpofc. ** The Practice of dedicating Rcclufes, 
** he fays*, eould not come into the World from! 
** Reaibn — it was urureafonable — nor from Nature 
" — it was unnatural." According to his own Ac- 
count therrforc the Method in which Jepbthab dedi-* 
caicA his Daughter was unreaibnable and unnatural, 
which is fbmethtng like a material Objedion. He 
could fay no more than this of a Sacrifice; but 
one may fey more of this fuppofed State of Celibacy. 
• A Sacrifice, it is' allowed, was one Method of De- 
dication, however culpable it might be in the Sub* 
jcft-Mattser of it ; but a State of Virginity was not irt 
any Rc^eft a Form of bemg holy unto the Lord. 
It was rK>t fo in itfiilf, neither was it fo in the Opi- 
nion of ti^Jews. Obferrc then — Jephibab vowed ^ 
that wJbaUverj or whoff^evir he firft mtt^ Jh&uld bt ibi 
LorS^s^ that is, as is allowed, fhould be dedicated 
in fome peculiar Method to the more imrnediate Ser-^ 
vice cf God \ and hereupon, fay they, he dedicated 
his Daughter, who proved to be (he Perfbn, to a 
State of perpetual Vh-ginity, which by thdir owrt . 
Acknowl^gment had no Relation to the immectiate 
Service of God, nor included any Notion of HoH- 
nefs ekher abfohite or relative in it. According to 
dus Interpretation then he did not fotel his Vow, for 
he promiied it fliould be holy unto the Lord, and 
only put her in fuch a State c^ Life as confeffedlv 
was not fo, neither in the Nature of the Thing itfelr^ 
nor in his own Notion of it. This is not therefore x 
different Meaning of the Vow, KaWe indeed to fome 
Difficulties, but it is abfolutely no Meaning of the 
Vow at alL There was no fiich Notion at that 
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Time of the Holinels of a fingle State ; there was 
no Foundation in the Law for any fuch 0[Mmon v 
nor did any fuch in Fad prevail thro* ErrcH* amongO: 
them. On the contrary, a fingle Life was^ we 
know, in Difefteem amongft them. They had a 
higher Notion of the Sandtity of honourable Mar- 
riage, which might give them ibme Hopes of being 
related to their wifhod-for MeiTiah. Their Law en- 
couraged this Sentiment. Children were promifed as 
aBlelTmg. Barrennels was numbered among the 
Gurfes, which they were to be delivered from upon 
Obedience; and it is very remarkable, that when 
People of all other ReU^ons, true or falie, when 
CbriftianSy Mahometans^ and Pagans^ have given in 
to the Notion of a peculiar Holinefs in a State of 
perpetual Vii^nity, the Jews alone have ever been 
of a different Opinion, and even think themfelves 
obliged by Virtue of their Law to marry at a very 
early Age. The more inconfiftcnt was it in tbc^ 
of that Nation, who firft put this Interpretation up- 
on JepbthaFs Vow, and fuppofe that he fiilfillcd Hs 
Engagement of making his Daughter holyunto the 
Lord by an unnatural Confinement, wtuch them- 
(elves eileem much otherv^ than holy. Dr. fVa* 
terland feemed fo fenfible of this, that there was no 
peculiar Holinefs merely in a State of Celibacy, that 
he is forced to add to the Nption, and to place the 
Holinefs of her Dedication in the Exercifes which 
were allotted to her therein. " The Refok, he 
*' fays*, probably was, that Ihe was to continue a 
•' Virgin all her Days, and to ferve in fuch a Way 
*' as Females might, for the Ufe of the Sandtuary* 
«« as in Spinning, Weaving, making Veftments for 
«« the Pricfts and Levifes, or in grinding Wheat, 
«« kneading Hower, baking Bread, and the like- 
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**^ Such Kind of Services probably fhe ' was oon- 
*' demned to for Life. And thus the Vow was ex- 
** ecutcd.** This latter Part, it muft be confeflcd, 
looks ibmewhat like a Method of Dedication, and 
implies a Kind of relative Holinefs : but why then 
is any Mention made of her bewailing her Virgi- 
nity ? All thefe Exercifes might very confiftently 
haire been difcharged ki a married State. Samuel 
was dedicated whilft an Infant by his Parents, and 
continued in. the Sacrifice of the Temple all his Life, 
ycc matried and had Children. Sampfon was, by 
dinrioc Defignation, appcnnted for a NazariU even' 
befoc^ his Birth, yet contrafted Matrimony, and to 
Imputation lies on his Wife as fuch, whatever there 
does cm his Harlot. Had the Intent of the Vow 
therefore been to dedicate the firft Perfon he met 
with to the Service of the Sanftuary, this might 
have been fulfilled without giving her any Caufe to 
hewaiL her Vir^nity, there being not the Icaft Con* 
neflton betwixt fuch Sendees, and an Obtigation to 
contimie unmarried. And therefore this very Cir- 
cumflance which has given Occafion to Some to ex^ 
pound the Vow of a State of Cefiibacy, appears to 
me a very ftrohg Confinnadon of the other Inter^ 
pretatiQn. If ihe was devoted CD Sacrifice, and this 
feH upon her, whiHl Ihe was yet unmarried, it was 
very natural and proper to obferve diis, and for her 
hkevafe to lament it. Upon this Suppofidon it was 
eaiy to account for it ; whereas, if ftie had only 
been dedicated to the Service of the San&uary, and 
this had happened wMft ihe was yet a Virgin, 
there could have been no Occafion for flich a Lai- 
mentation, for, as appears from other Inftances, 
0ie might have married afterwards, as other 
Females did, who performed thefe Offices. Nor 
are there wanting feveral other Objeftion to this Con- 
ftruftion. Dr. Ugbtfoot has crowded together ma- 
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ny IB few Worfs, which he confefles were fo weighty 
as to occaiton an Alteration of his Mind in this Par- 
ticular, and to cx)avince him^ upon Examination^ of 
the Reality of a Sacrifice, notwithftanding all his 
former Prcpoflfeflions ag^nfl: it*, ^id itoots per^ 
fon^faceret? Nazaraamjuberet effe? Vavtrt fie foU- 
rat^ fedperficere ad arbiirium perfona periinekaL Sa^ 
craret fanHuario f Sed fungi illic fMo munere b'ceiaij 
'Ji^/ddem Lsvita n&n tffet. A mwtdi cmfirtio illam amO' 
vjcret ? Poterat arte carter e coercere. Caterum ta id 
'ulb alio modofierety m Perfcn^ itiius trat Arbitrio. 
JPoftt cm^ugaiarum AnciHarnm aUquam^ vel c0^g^ 
torum Famtdorum^ vel propriam ccnjugem occurriffe 
primamy quid cuicMnque borum fecerit ? Idcirco dum has 
aJiafque quas texius babet, dramftantias expeud^^ cum 
iilis cogor /entire^ qui exiftimaut ilium reverd obiulij/i 
Jiliamy quatnvir alias dPverfanwHtis fuijfe baud diffitear. 
Thefe Obfervations are very material, and contain 
Ml Anfwer to eT?cry poffible Suppofition concerning^ 
his Defign of dialing of her. 

For did he intend by his Vow. to make her a iVbr* 
%ariu? This at moft was only a temporary Separadf^.' 
<m according to the Law, was never otherwifb but by' 
ipecial divine Appointment, and therefore could have 
BO Relation to a State of perpetual VirginityiO Dr. 
JJgktfoQt however chufcs here to infill on another 
ConBderation. He might vow this, he ob&rves, 
if he pleaied, but the Performance of it would 
ftill depend on her own Choice. Parents had no 
fudi Right to dilpofe of their Children this Way, or 
to oblige them to a (ingle life ; but whatever they 
might vow, the Confent c^ the others was necefiary 
\o confirm fuch an Engagemem. Mr. ^(?«v/indeed 
mentions this, but Igysf, thait <« this Objeftion mi- 

♦ Ligit/ott's Chronic. T«^. tc Or*. Text, Vol I. P. ci. , 
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« IkSLtt^ more againft the other Opiraort,'* And 
feems tnclihed in the End to queftion whether Fatherif 
had not fuch a Right, though it amounts ohly at laft 
to Advice in llich a Cafe, which by his own Confefr 
fion was not birtding withbut their Concurrence. If 
Parents had indeed had fuch an abfolute Power over 
their own Children, this, as was at firft bbfervedj 
would much leflen our Aftoniftiment, and his Guil^ 
in devoting his Daughter to Sacrifice ; and as to tht^ 
Dfegfees of Irijuftice m the one Cafe of the other, this 
makes litde Difference, if we fuppofe: him to a^ ar- . 
tntr^rily and unjuftly at all. One would not expeft 
€0 have fuch a Solution brought to clear up the fup- 
jK>fed Difficulties of tMs Scheme, as was itfelf liaWtJ 
to the lame Charge of Unlawfulnefi and Injufticei 
even though in a lower Degree. But there is yet 
farther a very confidcrable Difference in thcfe two 
Cafes to the Difadvantage of the new Interpretation'.- 
In vowing a Daughter to any luch Situation, hrf 
tfvfti Confent was nedeHkry by the expirefs Letter-of 
the Jmnjh Law, but no fuch Referve was made iaP 
her Favour in the other Inftance of being devoted tci 
l>eftruftion ; and riierefore when her Father tellrf 
her at once, that his Vow was irrevcrfible, it is- ai 
ftfong Prdumption that it was this very Cafe, whicH 
did not require her After-concurrence to render xt^ 
valid, but admitted of t\p Repeal. 

Again as Dr. Ugbtfoot obferves, if he intended td 
eonfccrate her to the Service of the Sanftuary, their 
Tribe was an infupcraWe Otjeftion. None but Le-^ 
vitesvTttc admitted to this Honour ; whereas Jepin 
fbab^bcing a GileadUe^mu&:ht of the Tribe of Reuben 
or G^rf, of which "Tribe Mofes fpake nothing concerning 
Attendance at the Altar. This was another Ground 
of the UnUwfulnefs of the Vow in this Senfe, at le^ 
(^ the Execution of it, which I Ihall Ipecify agaitf 
mdre particularly prefently. 
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' Did he intend then to remo^rc her from all Com- 
merce with the World? It would be difficult to Ihew, 
how flic would thereby become more particularly the 
Lord's. Her Father^ might indeed confine her in 
perpetual Imprifonment, if there was any Holincfi 
m that, but the real Exercife of any Afts of Piety 
^nd Goodneis, even there, mufl: flili depend on her 
own good Dilpofition and Regard to the Service of 
her Maker. 

Again, if this was the Meaning of his Vow,- 
What would he have done, if one of his married 
Servants had happened firft to have qome forth ta 
meet him ? The Separation of Perfons joined toge^ 
ther in lawful Matrimony could never have been 
thought a holy aod religious Aft' ; or if it had, the 
Virgin-ftate at leaft is out of the Qyeftion. 

Thefe Exceptions are ftrong, and other3 I think 
naay be added. Moft of thofe Offices affigned by 
the learned A-uthpr before^mentiojied, gs the proba* 
blQ Exercifes pf her State of Separation, and which 
f ould only in any Senfe make it holy unfo the Lordy 
do imply fome kind of Society, and could not be dif- 
charged by a Perfon entirely folitary. Now it is not 
pretended, that there was a Society of holy Nuns fet 
^part with her for joint Devotion ; but thofe who have, 
fuppofed that the Daughters of Ifrael made her an 
annual Vifit, have implied, thgt it w^s tq bewail hey 
flofe and. folitary Confinement. 
. But the great Obje^iion of all is, that had this 
been the Senfe of his Vow, it could not, it muft nof 
jiave been fulfilled, This has been urged as an Ar-? 
gument againft the other Interpretation, but was of 
much ftronger Force againft this. In the former 
Gafe there was ^n exprefs Provifion, that the Da- 
voted Perfon fhould »^/ be redeemed^ hut Jhould furely 
ke put to Death. But in this Inflance all the Precepts 
which ve referred to for the other ^bout Redemptir 
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on^ were .really applicable, and could not be evaded 
according to the Direction of their Law, For it is 
to be confidered, that this was not nncrely a Per* 
tniffion, but a pofitive Injunftion for redeeming fuch 
Perfons. If any Mm made fuch a ftngubr Vow^ as 
it is expreffed. Lev. xxvii. 2. the Perfons were to be 
ibe Lords only by their EJiimaiion \ that is, accord* 
ing to the Value, which the Priefts (hould fct upon 
jhem, after which follow the Rules for Eftimation 
in all common Cafes, With an Exception for parti- 
cular Poverty, in which Cafe it was to be rated 
Jower, that it might be redeemed : They being not 
allowed to ferve perfonally, the publick Service of 
Religion being already fufficiently provided for an(i 
confined to a particular Tribe. — But as fbon as the 
Law comes to treat of Beafis or Landsy which were 
vowed, then Mention is prefently made of his 
Choice to redeem it, they being at Liberty, in thefc 
Inftances, to redeem or not j which I obftrve to 
jhew, that' they were not fo, in the Cafe of human 
Perfons, If Jepbtbab therefore, by a Angular Vow, 
Jiad dedicated his Daughter to the Service of God 
in religious Ufes, he ought by this Law to have re- 
deemed her. It was not in his Power, if it could 
have been in his Inclination, to have declined it. 
And the Reafon given, even by wife Men, why fo 
plain a^Direftion was not followed, to the Eafe of 
the Father, the Deliverance of the Daughter, and 
the Satisfaftion of the Letter and Jntent of the Law, 
are fo egregioufly weak and trifling, that 'tis 
amazing that they ftiould rejedt the other Interpre- 
tation on account of its Difficulties, and embrace 
this with fuch fuperior Exceptions to it. Dr. Wolfs 
Solution is extraordinary. " One Thing,** fays he*, 
** is ftrange, that Jepbtbab did not take the Advan- 
^* tage oftheLaw,I,4?i?. xxvii. 1. (dc. (for there is na 

♦ Critical Nptcs op the OJd Tcft. Vol. L P. 17?. 

'' Sigi 
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** Sign of hcf being demoted, or any Curfe ufcrd) 
•• but perhaps the young Lady chofe to perForm 
*• fhe Vow in kind/* He feems then to afloW, 
that had Ihe been devoted, or iCurfc ufed, no'Rtii- 
demption couW h^ve been admitted, ^«^hich is true ; 
' and from all the following Circumftances, which 
are confident upon this Suppofition, it is more 
reafonable to conclude, that the Vow wai of 
this devoting Kind, tho* it is not exprefly re- 
prefented in the original ExpfefTion of Jepbibat^k 
Vow, than to take it for granted, that it was nor, 
and thereby to be involved in inextricable Diffi* 
culties concerning his Neglcd of redeeming her; 
The Term by which the Vow is expreffed is ge- 
neral, and may include any Subdivifion, or particu- 
lar Species of Vows ; for tho* it could not halve been 
underftood otherwife than as a Curfe, if the- Word 
Cherem had been ufed, it may be fo undcrftood, 
tho' it is noif. ""The Senfe of the Expreffion does not 
exchide it, the Mention. of a Burnt-OfFering implies 
It, and all the Confequences ^re fuch as confirm tJie 
Notion. It is not true therefore to fay, •• there is 
'• no Sign of her being devoted,** but if it had, the 
Reafbn afligned, why fhe was not redeemed from 
the general Dedication is wonderful, that " perhaps 
*' the young Lady chofe to perform the Vow m 
*' Kind." It isTcarce poflible by a Comment to 
reprefent the Abfurdity of this more flagrantly than 
it appears at firft Sight. It was not a Matter of 
Choice at all, the Law having direded the Method 
and Value of the Redemption \ but if it had, are 
not the bitter Lamentations of her Father, the known 
Reproach of Virginity and Barrenmefs amongfl: the 
JewSy her own Requeft of two .Months to beWail 
her great Misfortune, and the annual Commemora- 
Won* of the Calamity by the Daughters of Iff ad (in 
whatever Sdnfe we interpret it ; ) are not thefe f)e- 
»' monflrations 
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motiftrttioni againft this fuppofed Choice of Jefh^ 
thab*^ Daughter ? Dr. fVaferland'i Obfervation on^ 
this Difficulty *, which he fays he borrows from La 
Cter€^ is, that *' tbo' Jephtbab might by the Levi^ 
•^ Heal Law have redeemed her even from this Ser - 
*^ vitude and fingle State, yet probably being a vc** 
*< ry religious Man, he was fcrupulous in the Mat**'* 
** ter^ having made his Vow^in fo iblemn a Mati- 
^ ner and on to puhbck an Occafion, and he might 
«* think it mean in a Petlbn of his I^ftin£tian to it^ 
** deem fo predoos a Trcafure as an only Daughter, 
** at the low legal Price of tWrty Shekds/' But 
riiere was not the leaft Foundation for the moft rdi^* 
gious Perfon to raife any Scruple in this Point, if hd 
had only dedicated hef to the Service of the Santftu-^ 
;«y. This Redcmprion was not a Violation or Ev»- 
jBon of his Vow, but the very Method which the 
LaW had preferibed for the Completion of it. This 
was ndt going back^ when he had opened his Moutb 
unto tbe Lord, but continuing to fulfil his Promii^^ 
according as the Lord had appdnted. ' The Perfon 
fo vowed was to be tbe Loftfs by Eftimaiion, not by 
perfonal Service, but by the Vilue which foch fop^ 
pofed Service was worth. And as to the SmallndS 
of the Eftimatton, fince it was the legal Price, the 
Wifdom of their Lawgiver was a fufficient Juftiflca- 
tiOh from any Imputation of Meannefs -, nor would 
J^ibab have fo diftreflfed himfelf or confined his 
Daughter on fuch a Punftilio. Befides, it had beeii 
eaffy, if he had been ' fo di^fed, to have added to 
the Value on this Occafion, and to have contributed 
krgely beyond >^hat the Law required, to * the Ser- 
vice erf" the Sanftuary, or the Support of fome rf 

})is indigent Brethren. 

V But tho' the Meannefs <^ the Ranfom, and in^ 
f3^fidcrable Value of the legal Eftimation, be fi6 
^ Scriptttre Viad. Vol. 11. P. S6. 

Objection 
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Olqeftion agaiitfl his redeeming her, if that had 
realty been the Meaning of his Vow,^ yet it is a ftrong 
Prefumption againft any fuch Meaning, that upon 
^Ibxafion of fo great an Exigence, he ihould enter 
into an Engagement fo unfuitable, and fhould vow 
6nly the Value o( thirty Shekels for the Deliverance 
of himfelf and his People. If he was fb inconfide*- 
rat^ as to make a Vow, the Lawfulnefs of which 
he did not take Time to examine, or if he really^ 
' thought, and thought that the forementioned* Text 
in Lev. authorized him to devote unto the Lord any 
Thing of all that he jbad^ both of Man and Beaft^ &c. 
then there is Senie in the .Im{k)rtance of the Engage- 
ment, and the Dignity of the Sacrifice propofed cor- 
rcfponded to the Weight of the Bleffing petitioned; 
The Vow then bore a prpper Analogy to the Occa- 
fion, and the Meaning of it was confiftent, accord- 
ing to Bi(hop Smalridge*s Paraphrafe of it *. " O 
' Lord, by thy Command I now go forth ag^nfl: 

* the Enemies of thy People. Do thou who art 
' the Lord of Hofts go along with me, and give 

* me Viiftory over thine and our Enemies. If thou 

* fhalt grant unto me this my humble and eameft 
^* Requeft, there is nothing fo dear to me, the Lois 

of which I will not undergo ; to thee therefore I 
readily devote whatfoever cometh forth of the 
Doors of my Houfeto meet me, when I return 
in Peace ; tho* my only Daughter herfelf fhould 
be the Perfon who fhould happen to meet me 
upon fo joyful an Occafion, that Daughter fhould 
be thine, and in Acknowledgment of (b great a 
Mercy, fhould be offered unto thee for a Burnt- 
Offering/* This was a confiderable Deyotement 
indeed, and looked like the Promife of one whofe 
All was depending *, but that he fhould fay or mean^ 
^t if God would gracioufly at this Time ptcfcrve 

* Sma/rUge*s Sermons, P. 228. 

him 



him and the whole Nation of Ifraelirom the immi- 
nent Danger threatning them by the Anmonitesi his 
Daughter ftiould,- in Return for this great Blefling, 
live ail hier Life a Virgin (which was rather a leli- 
than a mofe holy State than others) and be dedicated 
to the Service of the Sanftuary (with which a Virgirf 
State had no Connexion, and from which ftie was 
to be redeemed for thirty Shekels ; ) this was en- 
tirely unfoitable and unaccountable, Unworthy the 
very Pretence of Wifdom or Rcty, and would have 
looked rather like Mockery than Devotion. Here 
the Plea oiJepbthah*s Abilities -and good Inclina- 
tions is of real Weight, and fuch a trifling Vow 
had indeed been unworthy his Charafter in every 
other Inftance. 

Several other Exceptions to, and Difficulties ' in * 
this Conftruftion, were incidentally illufhtited in the 
View of the Hiftory itfelf, which I fhall not here 
repeat. I fhall only add, that it i§ more than a witty 
Saying, it contains Senfe and Solidity,* as well as 
Smartne'fs of Expreffion, which' is obferved by the 
principal Defender of the Lawfiilnels as well as the 
Reality ♦of the Faft *, that on this new Suppofi- 
tion (he need not have petitioned two Months Re- 
fpite to bewail her Cafe, fince fhe would have had ■ 
more than Time enough to have bewailed that after- 
wards 5 but if fhe had rcquefled fuch an Interval at 
all, it would have been to take feme Pleafure with 
her Companions, whilfl her Liberty lafled, before 
jftie ehtred on fuch a mournful State of Confinement, 

* Si confecrhta fuit Virgo perpetua, potuit toto Vita? tem- 
pore deflere Virginitatem Aiam, imo turn demum illam flere 
oportuit, quum conclufa fuit Monaileho^ priafqaam vero Mo- 
nafterio includererur,. debuic potius cum coaeraneis Puellis fpatio 
duorum illorum . Menfium Vitam agere hilarem, liquidem 
Tempus poilmodum plus iacis longum ad lugendum condufie 
iuppctebat. Lu^, Ci<ipiL NotcgQrit. inl^tt, 'leji. i*. 423. 
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I (hall ndv^, uptm the whole, compare very briefly 
the two Interpretations. 

The received Opinion has ar-plain Meaning, and 
gives lis a proper Idea of the^ Devotion of a Vow in 
the Original and in the eftabliflied Notion and Ufb 
of Sacrifices : The other Opinion of Celibacy has 
no fiich Meaning, no Relation to Devotion or pecu- 
liar Holinefs, which could make it the Sutge^l of a 
Vow, not in itfelf, nor in the Opinion of the jews 
at that Time or ever fince. — Again, the former, 
tho' charged as being irregular in the Matter of it, 
as contrary to the general Law of Mofes^ has yet 
great Authority to juftify or excufe it, from a par- 
ticular Law, which looks like an allowed Exception ; 
whereas the other is liable to the fame Charge of Ir- 
r^ularity in her not being redeenoed according to the 
exprefs Dire6lion of the Law, without any Pretence 
of any other Text to reverie this Direction, or to 
account for the Negled of it. — The fc^mer was 
iiiitable to the Exigence he was driven to, as being' 
a Sacrifice, if it coukl be thought allowable at all» 
of high Value and Eftimation : The latter, if there 
had been any Devotion in it at all, too inconfider** 
able to have been offered upon fo interefting an E- 
vent. — According to the former, her Father's bitter 
Lamentations at the firft Sight of her, her own fi>- 
lemn Method of bewailing her Cafe, and the after 
Commemorations of it by the Daughters of IJr(ul^ 
are all confiftcnt with, and worthy of fo heavy and 
fo unufual a Misfortune. In the latter, they fall 
much beneath the fuppofed Event, which was nei- 
ther fo very grievous nor fo uncommon, but was 
the Fate of many a Perfon befides herfclf — 'The 
former is groijnded on the literal and common Ac- 
ceptation of the Expreffions ufed : The latter has 
Recourfe to Figures and Metaphors, to flrained and 
remote Senfes againfl every Verfionof the Original.— 

The 
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The former has the united Suffrage of all Ancients % 
both Jews and ChriftianSj to fupport it : the latter^ 
as far as appears, was not thought of for more than 
two thoufand Years after the Fad it relates to. 

I ibaU now offer foaie fuitable Inferences from 
thefe foregoing Reflections. 

And firft I {hall obferve from hence, that nothing 
which has been here advanced will juflify the Charge 
which has been brought againft the Mofaic Law, as 
countenancing luiman Sacrifices. The Author of 
Cbriftianity as old as the Creation^ ^ and ^be Moral 
Pbilofopberf as his fccond, have both urged this 
Ohjei^ion from thU very Argument ; and this feems 
tQ have been the Confideration, which induced 
fuch great Men as Dr. Jenkin^ Dr. Waterlandi and 
Pr. Leland^ to contradict the received Opinion, and 
overlook the Abfurdities of the other. It wa^ 
thought the iborteit Anfwer to fay. That the FacSt 
was doubtful, and that Commentators were divided 
in their Opinion,, whether Jepbthab really facrificed 
hi^ Daughter or npt« And I cannot conceive, that 
it, could be any other Caufe which induced the firft 
Authors of the latter Conftrudion to think of fo pe- 
culiar a Thii^ as a Dedication to perpetual Virgi*' 
nity„ which had not the leaft Foundation in Anti- 
quity. Some lode GenHUs probably had refleded 
on thisHiilory of one of their principal Leaders *, 
and had retorted their Accuiation of them for human 
Sacrifices upon their own Heads in the Ipftance of 
.their vidorious Jefbtbab. This led them to queitioQ 
the obvious literal Senfe of the Hittory, and to find 

* P. 83. + P. 131.' 

5 I have fince the writing of this found this Conjefture con- 
finned by the Teftimony of St. Auguftin. ^ihufdom qui /crip- 
turis fan^U inperitd imfietate adverfantur y hoc maxime in crimen 
'vocaf^iiui quodlegis ^ prophet arum Dius etiam Humanis fucri^ciis 
fuerit (kledatus. Qu^H, in Jud. Lib. Ill, 

out 
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out, if pofliblc, fome other Meaning for it, which 
ended at lad in the unheard-of Notion of a State of 
Celibacy. But now the doubting or denying die-. 
Faft of his offering up his Daughter, is no fatisfadtofy 
Anfwer to the Objeftion as ufually urged, nay^ it 
rather gives fome Advantage to it) as in)plying tbar 
it would be of fome Force, if it could be convino 
ingly proved. Whereas the Fact itfelf proves no* 
thing cither Way as to the Lawfulnefsof the Aftton, 
but can at mod refledt only on the Character of the 
Perfon who did it, in which the Authority or Purity 
of the Jemjh Law is not concerned. If Jepbihab 
facrificed his Daughter, and had no Grounds in the 
Religion he profefled to jviftify him in doing it, 
then he is to be condemned, and not his Religion ; 
whereas if there be fuch a Precept in the Difpenfa- 
tion he lived under, which feemed to require fuch a 
Sacrifice, this may well be queftionable, whether 
he afted according to it or not. Accordingly his 
Hidory is only introduced as the Confequence of 
that Precept, which is cxprefly referred to, and it 
is thus urged by both the Infidel- Writers before* 
mentioned. The proper Queftion therefore is, npt 
whether Jefbtbab facrificed ' his Daughter or not, 
but whether that Law in Levit. xxvii. by which 
he is fuppofed to be influenced, if he did it, can be 
urged to countenance human Sacrifices. I have al- 
ready fo particularly confidered this, that it would 
be fufficient to refer to it. It is not indeed necefla^ 
ry to infill on this Senfe of the Precept, in order to 
afcertain the Reality of the Sacrifice in the forc-^ 
mentioned Cafe, fince Jepbibab might poflibly mif- 
take the ^ Senfe of it, and through Error be led to 
offer up his Daughter \ but even if it be und^rftood 
in that Meaning, no Argument can be drawn from 
thence to countenance human Sacrifices. The Ob- 
jcdlors, if they would have argued pertinently and 

2 ra- 
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rational^, fhoukl have infifted on the appearing [n« 
€onfiftericy between this Text and that in Deut. xii. 
31. but to take no Nodce of that, or to pafs over 
k with a flight Remark, that Human SacriBces 
were thereby prohibited to be offered to Idols or 
falfe Gods, but were here required to be offered ta 
the True One, is unpardonable Partiality and Mif- 
reprefentation : for nothing can be plainer than that 
the Children of Ifi^ael by that Pafiage in Deuf. wers 
not only forbid to offer their Worlhip to any falfe 
Object, but particularly to exprefi it in this their 
abominable Method of Human Sacrifices. Take 
Heed to thyfelf^ fays this Law, that tbvu be notfnared 
iyfollawing tbem^ after that they be defiroyed from be-' 
fote tbee^ and that tbou enquire not after tbeir Gods^ 
faying^ How did thefe Nations ferve tbeir Gods^ even 
fo will I do Ukewife. Tbou fhalt not do fo unto the 
Lord fby God : for every Abomination to tbe Lord 
which be batethj have they done unto tbeir Go^s ; for 
even tbeir Sons and their Daughters they have burnt in 
tbe Fire unto tbeir Gods, No Words can be more 
exprels to the Purppfe, or more emphatical than 
thofe here ufed ; and if it be enquired how that Di^ 
re£tioa in Levit. againft the Redemption of devoted 
-Perfons^ which requires their certain Deftrudion, 
can be reconciled with this, it ought previoufly to 
be obferved, that this is very clear, full, and deci* 
five, whereas the Notion of devoting by Cherem 
there fpoken of being to us at lead obfcure, has 
rendered the Meaning of that Text difficult and 
doubtful, and by all the Laws of Interpretation in 
,the World, the plaincft Rule is to be preferred to 
the dark and intricate. It is farther to be obferved, 
.that this Prohibition of human Sacrifices is general 
^nd abiblute, whereas that Precept, which feems to 
allow qf them, is only occalional, and ha» Reference 
to the particular Cafe of Vowj, --wherein when Men 

K had 



had tiivoJvcd thcmfdvcs, they were nbt t6 releSife 
themfelvcs, but to ^ut their Vow, in Execation. It is 
ta'be dbfervcd therefore, that even this Ijaw doei pot 
direif^ no nor figriify the Afpr^bisuion of fuch Vows^ 
bttt only ncquires, that when they were folemnly 
nuide, they fliould be punAiiiaily obferved ; which 
might he even to prevent the numerous Evils attend-* 
ing ra(h Vows, and the frequent Violation of them, 
when they were found wrongor inconvenient. That ic 
had fuch EficA in the extraordiris(ry Lamentadons and 
Commemorations that appeared in the Cafe of Jepb^ 
fia&^ and in the entire Silence of the Hiftory concern- 
ing any Hkclnftartce in After-Times, is very remark- 
abk ; and the Reaibnableneis and Equity of fo fe* 
vere a Law, which is fuppofed to be defigned in ter-' 
r^rfw, has been before iliuftrated and vindicated. 
' Secondly, I would obfcrvc from this and fuch Kkc 
]?6ints of Contrdveriy about fbme Pafiages in theOId 
Teftamerit, the great Advantage of living under the 
Bi ^e6^ib A of the New. The Light of the Goipel is noc 
only an incftitnabie Bleffing in dchveritig us from 
the Darknefs of Heathenifm, but even in freeing in 
from thie DifHcuhies of the Mojaidk Law, and is tkus 
teprefehted by the Sacred Writers themfelvcs. The 
Burden of that Difpeniation may be allowed, witb- 
otit Prgodice to' the Wifdom or Goodncfs of its Ai^- 
chor i' and that< not only in the Obfervance of kte 
many Ceremonies, but in the Knowledge of the 
Foundation of fome, even of its moral, much more 
of its civil Precepts. The very Defign of their Sepa- 
ration, and the peculiar Circumft^es of their Siti>- 
ation made fevtf ral f njuncStions reafonable, neceflatry, 
. and morally fit for them, which would not have 
been proper for, or juftifiable in, anodier People, 
who were in di^erent Circumftances. In thefc 
there is great Room for Ignorance to object, and in 
many of them a Confeliion of our Ignorance woukl 
2 , be 
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be a competent Anfwer. We know ndC enough of 
.ihcm and of every Nation that fufroufided them, to 
gflign the Fourtdarioli of each particular Precept, hor 
always to determine y^hether it has Relation to their 
religious Improvement, or political Security. Tbefe 
was fuch an intimate -^///^/ic^ b^cwixt their Church 
and State, that at this Diftance of Time it is diffi- 
cult to fay in fome Inftances^ whether Mofis pre- 
fcribed in the Capacity of a Lawgiver of a PropheC; 
whether he had their temporal or fpiritual Intereft 
iti View. Some Things likewife were permitted to 
them far the Hardnefs of their Hearts^ to prevent 
greater Inconveniencies, which are not applicable to, 
and would not be juftifiable in, other People : And 
there are farther fome Difficulties at this Diftance of 
Time in judging of what they well undefftood, 
which were the general Rules, and which were the 
Exceptions. For fnftance, what Controverfies once 
filled this Weftern Part of the Chriftian Churcft, 
and what important Confequences followed upon a 
Difficulty, which was raifcd from a feeming Re- 
pugnance betwixt ontTtxt \n Leviticus^ and ano- 
ther in Deut&onomy^ concerning marrying the 
. Brother^s Widow ? This was unqueftionably founded 
on Reafons peculiar to the Jewifh Dilpenfacipn, and 
is ftilJ, I think, one of the principal Difficulties in 
it ; for, had the Mofaick DireAion been out of the 
Queftipn, certainly the Point had been eafy to be de- 
termined from Rcafon or tjie Chriftian Revelation, 
But in all fuch Cafes relating to the Aftions of the 
y^ze?/^ Worthies, the Rule of their Aftions, and the 
Grounds of that Rule, a little Learning may raife 
fuch Doubts as require a great deal diftindly to folve 
and explain. And tho* fome Learned Men have 
lately laboured very fuccefsfuUy in clearing and vin- 
dicating many Parts of the Jewifh Law, which wert 
thought moft exceptionable ; yet it muft, I think, be 

K 2 al- 
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altowed, that we ftill want Light in fome Particulars* 
and probably ihall ever continue to do fo. But 
when we turn our View to the immediate Laws of 
our Religion, we can challenge Malice itfclf to af- 
fix any thing on them, which can look like an Ex- 
ception. Thefc are calculated for the Benefit of all 
Mankind in all Ages and Places, which the Weakeft 
cannot mifapprehend, nor theWifeft pretend to im- 
prove. They have been honoured by the Teftimo- 
ny even of Adverfaries j for the Moral Philofopber 
. pretends, however weakly, to embrace Chriftianity 
as a diflinfl Inftitution, on Account of its intrinfick 
Reafonablenefs and moral Fitnefs. And tho' this 
was no more than a Pretence, yet the internal Evi- 
dence of our Religion is really of great Weight to^ 
enforce the Belief of it. The meancft Capacity is, 
in this Part at lead, capable of a rational Faith, and 
may judge of the Original of this Dodlrine by its 
Purity and ufeful Tendency. ThefeLaws are clearly 
and univerfally. holy, and juftand good, and worthy 
that Heaven from whence they claim their Defccnt, 
And tho' I am perfuadcd, that none of the Jewijh 
Laws can be proved otherwife ; yet, as fom'e of them 
were local, national and occafional, their Piety, Pu- 
rity and Ufe is not at fo remote a Situation of Time 
and Place fo felf-cvidcnt as that of the Evangelical 
Precepts. Here no Imputation can be laid of any 
Contradi6tion to the Didaces of Humanity^ or No- 
tions of moral Virtue ; but both are here fo exalted 
and improved, that *tis in vain for any to pretend to 
be Friends to Mankind, who are Enemies to the 
beneficial Dodlrincs of the Gofpel. This is a Point 
fcarce enough iiififted on, and very evidently not 
enough valued ; nay, its Advantages feem to be over- 
looked for the very Reafon for .which they are en- 
titled to our higher Regard, becauft we have been 

long 
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long in Poflcflion of them. Thofc who were juft 
got free frem the Ignorance of Paganifm, in moril 
as well as religious Duties, and from the Burden of 
Judaifm^ in Ceremonies as well as its Uncertainty in 
fome cafuiftical Points, knew how to value the 
Blefling of the Gofpel in its eafy, clear and fubtinie 
Rules of Life. They rejoiced in their Deliverance 
from Doubt and Perplexity, and in their Difcovery 
of fo perfect and unexceptionable a Guide of Con- 
duct:. But we having, though the Mercy of God, 
been educated in the Chriftian Faith, and knowing 
only the happy Side of the Queftion, are not fuf- 
ficiently fenfible of the pcrfonal Difquiet and Mifery 
of total Ignorance, or great Uncertainty in religious 
Matters, and the fad EfFcfts of it in Society ; and 
confequently do not fufEciently value or rejoice in 
the Light and Dircftion of our Holy Religion, 
This not only tranfcends all others, whether well or 
ill founded, in the Excellency of its Promifes, but 
in the Purity of its Precepts ; which are eafy to be 
underftood, and eafy to be performed, are contri- 
butive to perfonal and fecial Welfare, and are 
even Temptations, if I may call them fuch, to 
Duty and Happincfs. 

Thirdly, This Example may (hew us the Danger 
of ralh Vows, and indeed of all fuch unprefcribed 
and extraordinary Engagements. There is a ftrange 
Inclination in many Pcrfons who mean well^ to 
to be doing fomething more than their bounden 
Djty ; and though the Advocates of i\\t Rotnifi 
Church only avow the Doftrine of Merit, yet others 
are aiming at the fame Thing in Praiftice, who. 
have not the Confidence to maintain the Principle/ 
Gqd forbid tha,t one fhould difcourage any Attempts 
towards a more exalted Piety, when even the mo- 
ral regular Part of Mankind fo much need to be 
awakened from their Indifference towards Religion, 

K 3 which 
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ivvhicH * others with all Zeal and EarneHmfsarelsH 
kauri ng to extirpate. But for that very Reaibn all 
fgch fingular Vows are the rather to be avoided^ 
bccaufc they involve thofc very Perfons in grctt 
Pjfficulties, who o^ean the moft ferioqfly todifchargc 
.their Duty, and likcwifc give Occafion to the EnemiGS 
of their Pirofeffion to mifreprefcn tand ridicule the good 
Principle fronn which they proceed. It wfually 
happens that thefc finguiar Engagements are entered 
into at a Time of loine extraordinary Difficulty 
and Emergency, when Men are leaft able to Judgp 
properly of the Nature and Confequences of them^ 
gnd byPerlbns likcwife of a Temper and Difpofi-* 
tion the leaft proper iq conduft and execute them* 
They are miftakcn for Affiftances to Virtue, when on 
ihe contrary they prove Snares to their Gonfcienccs, 
leave them in Perplexity greater than that which 
pccafioned ihem, and fcarce ever end but ifl Re- 
pentance, They are ufed by thofc who leaft nred 
iuch extraordinary Hclps^ if they were fuch^ but 
whofc fincere Piety, is much better eftablilbcd by 
the plain Rules of the Gofpel. Perfons who are in^* 
different about Religion, rarely trouble themfelves 
with thefc Vows, but they who are moft tenderly 
laffcfted with a Senfe of the Importance of their 
Spiritual CQUCcrnmcnts, are moft liable to enter 
into fuch Engagements. The moft Pious are there- 
fore the moft hurt by them ; Thofe whofc Judgments 
we fhould defire to be bcft fettled, thofe to whom 
we ftiould moft heartily wifti good Luck in the Name 
cf the Lord^ are moft diftrafted and difturbcd by 
thefe uncommanded Obferyances, which they had 
voluntarily bound thtmielves to. Then there is no 
greater Triumph to the Adverfaries of all Religion, 
than what arifes from thefe finguiar Contrafts, 
Jepbthab no doubt meant by bis Vow an extra- 
ordinary- 
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orcHnary Teftimony . of his Piety towards Gi>d,* yet 
by it we fee he not oniy brought Diftrefs on him«- 
ielf, and Ruin on his Fatnily, but a ftanding Rc-^ 
ftoachj however unjuil, on the ReligtQo te pro^ 
felled. And the Cafe is ufually the fame in every 
Jikc Inftance» The Enemiesi of the Gofpcl anj 
cither not fo difcerning that they can^ or not fo 
honeft that they «;i//, diftinguilh betvi(i)^t the Piety 
and the Indifcrction of each private Devotee, but 
arc ever ready to charge their ralh Condoft to the 
Influence of their Religion, when that very Re- 
ligion, if impartially appealed to, would itfcif con- 
demn it. And I am perfwaded, that whatever 
Allowances we mud make to the good Intention of 
our modern Enthufiaftsj their fimilar FoIlie$ and 
ra(h Extravagancies have done more Prejudice to 
true Chriftianity than the profcflfed but weak Au 
tempts of its mod open Enemies, as having laid it 
open to Scorn and Contempt, to falfe Suggeftions 
and grou^dlefs Imputations. Nothing but Mifre* 
prelentation can hurt the Caufe of the Gofjpel, which 
in its native Purity and Simplicity will ever fbinc 
to the Confufion, if not the Convi(3ion of its^ Op- 
pofers. But now none have more contributed to 
mifrcprefent, and confequently to injure it, than 
thofe who delight in thefe unprefcribed Aufterities^ 
and who tie themfelves to fuch Rules as deftroy all 
Enjoyment or Comfort in themfelves, and prevent 
their being of any Ufe or Service to the World, 
The Infidels rejoice in their Account of Scriptural 
Cbriftiamty^ which they readily embraiCe on purpofe 
to expofe it to Ridicule, to fhew that it cannot be 
founded on Reafon, that it is not confident with a 
regular Eftablifhment, and that it is deftrudtive of all 
Peace and Joy i ia a Word, that it is impracticable 
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and irrational. Thus their well-meant but ill-judged 
Difcourfes of a Perfcftion that is above the prcfenc 
State of human Nature and the prefent Condition of 
the World, have wrought an E6Fc6t which they 
themfelves abhor, and they have, however unde- 
fignedly, been the Inftruments of thofe, who have 
the worft Defigns agaihft the Gofpel itfclf.-^-There 
is likewife a farther Danger in thefe voluntary En- 
gagemenis even to fuch good and well-meaning 
Perfons themfelves: Thofe Vows which tire laid 
on them by no Authbrky but their own, are fome- 
times without any other dilpenfed with, and the 
Breach ^of thefc folemn Refolutions by too eafy a 
Cafuiftry, not only perplexes the Confcience, but 
opens the Way to the Violation of the mod binding 
Duties. Every Forfeiture of the Promifes made to 
God is not only dangerous in itfclf, but in its Pro- 
grefs, leffens the Force of aW other the mod in- 
difpenfable Obligations, and is an unhappy but very 
natural Preparative to Tranfgreffion in other In-i 
ftanccs. When the Fear of offending is once 
weakened by wilful a Offence, when Inconvenience 
or InconGderation is once pleaded for letting afidc 
folemn Engagements made to God, fome like Plea 
is found for difpenGng with other Ties, and *ti$ 
more difficult to prevent a Repetition of Tranfgref- 
fion* than the firft Aft of it. Every voluntary pre- 
meditated Offence tends to harden the Confcience, 
and to lead to farther Afts and Kinds of Guilt -, and 
accordingly it is fometimes fo fccn, that as a Re- 
formation of Prophanenefs, unlefs guided by great 
Difcretion, is apt to deviate into Superftition, fo on 
the other Hand^ the moft Superftitious, when made 
fenfible of their F6lly» are apt to decline both in 
Speculation and Praftice into -the Extreme of Ir- 
religion* The great Prefervative of true Piety and 
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real Virtue is a rational Condud: ef ourfelves bjr 
the plain Rules of cbe Gofpel, and not by any new 
ones of our own. There are no Intimations of any 
fuch kind of Engagements under the Chriftian Law; 
and even under the Jewijh^ their Directions were 
pot lojundions of the Pradtice, but rather Cautions 
concerning, the Regulation of it. 

Laftly, This Hiftory of Jtphihah affords us a 
noble Pattern of an eminent Refolutton at all Events 
of fulfilling what we believe to be our Duty. Whe- 
ther his Perfwafion was to be juftified or not, yet 
he a6ted according to it, and in fuch an Infbnce as 
none but the moft: refigned Soul . would have done 
ic« bad he been never fo firmly perfwaded of bis 
Obligation to it. If the Rafiinefs of his Vow then 
be a proper Caution againft fuch Engagements, his 
fmcere Difcharge of hi&Conicience againft fo many 
and ftrong Temptations is likewife a proper Ex- 
ample for our Imitation. He gave up the greatcfl: 
Bleffing of his Life, rather than fail in what he 
jthought his Duty to God, and (hall we refufe to 
give up thofe Lufts andPaffions, which arc really 
the Enemies of our Welfare in the fame, important 
Caufe? Our Rule of Life is mqre perfeft, our 
Tei:ms of Obedience more eafy, and our Profpc6t 
of future Recompence, at leaft, more diftin<£l and 
glorious than his. And under fuch accumulated 
Advantages (hall we difgrace our better Difpenla- 
tion, and tuin ourfelves both here and hereafter^ in 
Oppoficion to all the Principles of Reafon, Duty 
and Intcreft?. There muft indeed be great Hy- 
pocrify, or unaccountable Infenfibility in thofe, who 
profefe the: Chfiftian Faith, and yet live, I will 
not fay unlike good Jews^ but even good Heathens. 
One Ihould imagine, either that they did not know 
what Articles their Profcfllon contains, or that 
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ttey rwver ontt in their Live* beftowod a fingte 
Reflcdion on the Importance of them. For is ic 
poflible, thac a Man fhould fee and rejedi; the Og^r 
of endtefs Harppineis, chat he (hoold choofe rather 
to undo bhnfetf for ever, and fbould calmly and 
defignedly venture on the Profpe£k of eternal Ruin? 
Is it poSible that he fhouid choofe this^ when the 
very Terms of future Felicity propofcd to him are 
£irther (hewn to be moft in general for* his pre* 
font Advantage, and always infinitely pref(^rable to 
*ny Rcfirge or ReMcf which Iniquity can offer? 
]f the general Condud of NIankind be aflonilhing 
upon this View, and can only be refolved into an 
abfolute Inattention to the moft important Concern 
of their Bei^ig, let us however give Life to thefe 
Motives by frequent Refleftion, and even on one 
ferioQs View of it enter on the World with an un» 
akerable Refolotion of fulfilling our Duty at all 
Events, defpifing the Littlenefs of all Temptations 
and DifRcolties^ which would allure or terrify us 
from it. Let US' both adopt Jephtbah^% Principle, 
and as zealouily imitate his Refolution in adhering 
to it, th»t where we have opened our Mouth unto the 
Lord^ s»e cannot^ we will not go back. We have 
folemnly profcfied his Religion, and undertaken his 
Service in our Baptifmi -, No Power on Earth can 
abfolve us from this Vow, or reconcile any wilful 
Iniquity with it. Let us then with Indignation 
rejeft the firft Scq) or Propofal towards it ; reply- 
ing wifh the SfMpit, and in the Language of Jofepb^ 
How cm 1 do this great JVickednefs and fin againfi 
. God ? Our Duty towards him is and ought to be 
our firft G)ncern, and when that is fecured, we 
muy look with Indifference on all the other Events 
of the World. His Favour, in the ufual Courfc of 
his Providence, will beft provide us with the Com- 
forts 



